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CHAP. I. Of theS cope of the Pamphlet, with. 


the Author's Charge againſt the Presbyterians, 


_HE External Form of Church Government was generally believed to have 
been the great and chief Point, wherein the Epiſcopal Clergy in Scotland 


derſtand, That the Breach is wider than was apprehended, and that the 
diſſent from Presbyterians in Points of Faith, = Mattets that more tiene. 
only many Dubious, but allo ſome very Erroneous Propoſitions. And it is Matter of juſt 
Complaint againſt the 700 Clergy, That ey ſuffer Pamphlets to be publiſhed 
in their Name, wherein the Confeſſion of Faith, t 

l ef in this Church, is ſo diſparaged by a general Charge of Error, without 
eſcending on the Particulars, or giving a Declaration of their 8 in 
a plain Confeſſion of their own. The Arminians were juſtly jealouſed of Unſoundneſs 
in the Faith, when they began to quarrel the Confeſſion of the Belgick Churches, with- 
out exhibiting their Scruples, or condeſcending on Particulars. And when our Epif- 
copalians give the ſame Ground of Jealouſie, it would ſeem to be their Concern, 


ly coneern Salvation, TREE ee the received Confeſſion of Faith, as containing not 


plainly to declare themſelves in the Doctrines they controvert. For, tho ſome of them 


may, now and then, drop ſome particular Article, wherein they diſprove the received 


| Doctrine of this Church; Yet, while they do not fully declare themſelves, while we 


know not where they may ſtop, they {till leave ground to ſuſpect a Srake in the Graſs. 


* 


Ihe Neceſſity of Baptiſm is one particular Point condeſcended upon in a Pamphlet, 


Entituled, The Practice and Doctrine of the. Preachers, about the Sacrament of Baptiſm, 
| Examined: Wit which , 
- groſs. Error 1 the plain and inte 


With reſpe& to which, the Author charges, Pag. 7. Presbyterians with 
4 Wa e e of Sika. This Pamph 


tho publifhed ſome few Months 50, hath not as ver ( fo far as I Kno) received any 
tha 


direct Anſwer Whether it be, chat ſome have thought, the Doctrine of Presbyteri- 
ans, in this Matter, was ſufficiently known to be conformable to that of other Re- 
formed Churches; Or, that the Pamphlet did fo expoſe its own Weakneſs, that it 
needed no Confutation, I ſhall not determine. However, ſeing the Author craves an 
Anſwer, · and may miſinterpret a conſtant Silence, to the prejudice of Truth, 1 have 
- reſolved to take his Pamphlet under Confideration. ' And my Eſſay may per ex- 


cite others to handle this Matter to better purpoſe. | 


| This Author, in his Introduction, intimates, That his Scope and Deſign is, to plead 


for a Toleratiou to the Epiſcopal Clergy and People; and undertakes to exhibit fome 


ighty Reaſons of their Averſion to join in Communion with Presbyterians. The 
| weight 5 and:Reaſons he offers are three. The Firft is from the Practice of Presby- 


terian Miniſters, that they univerſally refuſe to Baptiſe, unleſs it be on a Sunday, or 


fome other ſet Preaching Day of the Week, tho the Children, for whom Baptiim is 
required, be more likely to die than to live one day. The Second Reaſon is from their 


Doctrine, whereby they defend this Practice, That Baptiſm is not neceſſary to Salvati- 
on. The Third is alſo from their Practice, Th 


er and Larger 
Catechiſms. N 


Ib beſe are the Heads of his Charge againſt the Presbyterians, which ſhall be ſeverally 
886 5 1. With pens 


eonllered, And in the Method of Procedure, 1 ſhall begin, 


e approven and authoriſed Teſt of 


at, by a moſt pernicious Error, they 
add to the Creed in Baptiſm, by requiring of Parents or Supetics, 1 the 'Name of 
Children to be baptiſed, a Belief of their Confeſſion of Faith, and Sho! 


* did differ from the Presbyterians; But now they give the World to un 8 


2 n / | 


(4) 
1. With the Do&rine of the Non-necefſity of Baprifn to Salvation, which is the | 


t he ſpends the moſt part of his Pamphlet upon, ves to clear the "OG 
. I ſhalt enquire into his firſt Charge, * Tha That they hey und rally refuſe TENN 


lefs Sun Sermo De! 3 
: ron hal ee a ree, Of their! requiring k Belief: ei Coßleſſion 
3 Ca tiſm. 

l. L ſhall — nary? theſe Reaſons he hath offered, are ſulicientto warrand a Se- 


from the Worſhip, of the Eſtabliſned National Cuurch, and fo ts make g Le- 
Fe- neceſſary 1 in favours. of the ſeparat Meer n 


tings of th 15 Epi 
erſW aſion. 


Before he enters upon his weighty Reaſons againſt breberert he intimat v. z. 
That be will not e with at is ee \ o_ 
ons: I think he did wiſely in forbearing, 


fit to un dertake this Task, he may be pleafed to take a'View 
pe thay s Vindigation again | the Examinator of his Kata, which hitherto 
a far asLknow ) hath received no Reply. However when Sar Author h this 


he thinks fit to do it with a charkrable Admonition: © Only (fays be) Fpre- 
a8 à Friend, to advertiſe them, that hey ar are highly concerned; ſeriouſly to 


lege 


reflekt on it, left the Charge prove true againſt them, and they be c one day found 


| | & * Sacrilegio to have uſurped a Vicegerency to Chriſt; Hour his Miſſion and In- 


“ yveſtiture, I think ind bee are eie Night y tr e 15 wry 

ought to take in good part this friendly Advertiſement ; Nor, after thi 

1 his Friendſihip, tho they ſhould meet with Sarcaſtick ]Jybes in Tray Page of 
is Pamphlet. 


And 1 hope, that à Friend will not take ir in il Parts ifa like Advertiſement ſhall 


be given to . his Pe Fathers the late Prelats; That it we their Concern, ta reflect 


fer y upon the Divine Wartand for their e wer and Order in the 


Jurch, and for theit Ciyil Places in the State, leſt they be found to have uſurped an 


. I chall alſo pr eſu e, as à Friend, to adyertiſe his Brethren of the Epil opal Cler 


.. whoſerved nuder the late Prelacy, that they are concerned, fers tor 24 
: Kan ch Miſſion and Inveſtiture, if tg ending 


iniftry of Jeſus Ciuiſt as Head, 
they received their Orders from the late Biſho 1 80 'who derived at their Power, 
not from — iſt as Supream, but from the King, whoſe Ecclefiaſtick Supremacy was 


acknowledged to be an Inherent Right of the own 2 to the Fundamental 


Charter of the late Eraſtian Prelacy, contained in Att 1. Seff, 2. Par. 1. and Act . 
I, Par. 2. of K. Ch, en to ich the e en We and Ae 


Ad ; 2 "Ws 


_ _ aa... 44 n 3 5 — © . 


1 — * 


on H, A p. 1 I. Of: "y PT Ovinion concerning By 


7 tm, and of the State of # the Concroverſi Gro como Ft 


tiſm to Salvation, The Doftrine of the — of Scotland in this Point 
' - manifeſt From their Confeſſion of Faith, Chap. 28. O, Bei ek K. © Al- 
r 


eee though it be a great Sin, to contemn or ne glect 


3 | 28 * 2 
F Ernte and Salyation are nt ſo inkeparably ee unto i 45 Wers "i 


anc he the Marry h of their Ordinati- 
he can acquit hi elf to better pur⸗ 
- poſe, than Jouve al think have None, who Atem ted to touch Footy n And 


Office in the Church, which Chriſt hath not inſtituted, and to have entangler hem: . 


0 to the Method 1 88 1 ſha! begin with the Neelie FP Bap- 4 
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be Regenerated or Saved without it, or that all that are Baptiſed are undonbfedly 


* Regenerated. 5 6. The Efficacy of Baptiſm is not tyed to that Moment of Time, 


wherein it is Adminiſtred, yet notwithſtanding, by the right uſe of this Ordinance, 


the Grace promiſed is not only offered, but really exhibited, and conferred by the 
„Holy Ghoſt, to ſuch ( whether of Age or Infants ) as that Grace belongeth nnto, 
© according to the Counſel of Gods own will, in his appointed time. In the ſhort 
Confeſſion, compoſed by Order of K. Ja. 6. and ſubſcribed by the King, his Houſ- 
hold, and all Ranks in the Nation, about the Tear 1581, are theſe Wege *© But in 
© in ſpecial we deteſt and refuſe the uſurped Authority of the Roman Antichriſt, — 
His cruel Judgment againſt Infants departing without the Sacrament; His abſolute 
<« Neceflity of Baptiſm. In the Directory for Publick 8 approven by the 
General Aſſembly Anno 1645, concerning the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm, the Mini- 
ſter is directed to teach, That the Seed and Poſterity of the Faithful, born within 
<« the Church, are Chriſtians, and Federally Holy, before Baptiſm, and therefore 
© are they Baptiſed. That the Inward Grace and Vertue of Baptiſm is not tyed to 
ce that very Moment of Time, wherein it is adminiſtred, and that Outward Baptiſm 
ce is not ſo neceſſary, that through the want thereof, the Infant is in Danger of Dam- 
ce nation, or the Parents guilty, if they do not contemn or negle& the Ordinance of 
“ Chriſt, when and where it may be had. : | | | 
This is the plain and profeſſed Doctrine of the Scots Presbyterians, and I crave this 
Author may adduce an Inſtance of any one Reformed Church, that contradicts or con- 
demneth it. Yea on the contrary it is maintained and defended by the Generality of 
Reformed Divines, in Oppoſition to Papiſts and ſame rigid Ubiquitaries. And when 
this is the current Doctrine of Divines in all the Reformed Churches, it muſt be ei- 
ther Ignorance, or at leaſt ſcarce fair Dealing, to repreſent it as peculiar to the Scots 
Presbyterians. But it ſeems the Presbyterians are ſo contemptible and odious in the 
Eyes of this Author, that he thinks it ſufficient to beget a prejudice againſt any Opini- 
on, he reſolves toimpugn, if he repreſent it as the Doctrine of the Scots Presbyterians. 
For Vindication of this Doctrine from the Charge of groſs Error, it will he requiſit 
to enquire into this Authors Opinion. And that this may be done with all Candor and 
Ingenuity, I ſhall exhibit the following Propoſitions in his own Words, $A, 
Prop. 1. Concerning the Neceſlity of Baptiſm, he affirms, P. 7. © That Baptiſm is 
cc ſoneceſſary to all, who are, or will be faved, upon the ordinary Covenanted Goſpel 
« Terms of Salvation, that withbut it, none are ſaved upon thele Terms. And, F. 
11, circa fin. © That Unbaptiſed Perſons want ſomething very neceſſary to Salvation, 
ce as Salvation is provided and offered in the Goſpel. SB 
Prop. 2. As to the Fruits of Baptiſm, he afferts, P. 7. © That the Holy Spirit is 


.  < conferred in Baptiſm, and, P. 10. © That Remiſſion of Sins is e in the 
e 


New Teſtament, attributed ro Baptiſm, P. 11. He maintains the great Neceſſity 
&« of Baptiſm for the Remiſſion of Sins, and conſequently for putting periſhing Sinners 
& into a Salvable Condition, | . : | "Iv 

Prop. 3. As to the Vertue and Efficacy of Baptiſm, in producing theſe Fruits, P. 
7: He makes it the only Means, in theſe Words, The Holy Spirit and Remiſſion of 
< Sins, are, in the New Teſtament, ſaid to be conferred in Bapriim, and, in no place 
<« of the New Teſtament, ſaid to be.conferred by any other Covenanted and inititut- 


& ed ordinary Means, antecedent to, and independent upon Baptilm. V. 8. That 


our Bleſſed Saviour hath made it the Property of Baptiſm, toconter the Spirit. P. 


« 10. That the Holy Spirit is .conferred in Baptiſm, and there is no other ordinary 


| | Means for confereing Him, provided and inſtituted by our Bleſſed Saviour in his 

 # _ © Goſpel, antecedent to, and independent upon Baptiſm. 'P.' 11. That the Sacred 

Rite of Bapcim was the only — Means of Reiniſlion. And, F. 13. He 7 — 
. i * | ; | . 


— — 
— 


venanted Goſpel Terms of $alyation, tho 


| ; ; > ' 8 | ( 6 % | . F |; 
< what Means has our Bleſſecl Saviour 8. aud inſtituted in the Goſpel, for put- 
< ting us in a State of Holineſs and Life, and applying the Merit of his Blood to us for 
obtaining Remiſſion, without which we cannot be ſaved, antecedent to, and inde- 
8 r | . N 
op. 4. As to the State of wo N Perſons, he affirms, P. 7. That the Ho- 
TY Cir is, in the Dogs, ſaid to be ſo given in Baptiſm, that he cannot be 
1 Aid to have the Spirit, who is not baptiſed. P. 9. That the Covenanted Right 


4 to the Holy Ghoſt was ordinarly | a in Baptiſm ; and that none, who had not firſt 


«received Baptiſm in the Outward Symbol, were, upon the ordinary Goſpel Terms, 
qualified to receive the Holy Ghoſt.  P. 11.“ That the Goſpel concludes all Men 
<« under Sin, and therefore in a periſhivg Condition, (even tho they do repent and 
<« forſake their Sins) until they are waſhed in this Laver. Yea further, he maintains, 
P. 11. and 12. That an Adult Perſon of 50, or 60, Years, who has ſincerely be- 
e lieved, and n rofeſſed the Chriſtian Religion, and behaved very harmſeſly: 
„Vet, being never ptiſed, is not in a Salvable Condition, nor qualified for the Vi- 
© fron of God, and the Society of the Triumphant Hoſt in Heaven, upon the Cove- 
ie panted and Revealed Goſpel Terms, as long as he is, upon the ſame Terms, unqua- 
e lified for the Communion of the Saints Militant upon Earth, for want of Baptiſm. 
Prop. F. As to the Children of Chriſtian Parents in particular, he affirms, P. 12, 
— they are in a Federal Diſpoſition to receive Baptiſm, when ever they are born, 
© but not in a Salvable Condition, upon the ordinary revealed Goſpel Terms of Salva- 
tion, as long as they are Unbaptiſed. That, while they want Baptiſm, they want 


E ſomething that is neceſſary to make them Chriſtians. 


For further clearing of this Contraverſie, theſe things may be obſerved. _ 

1. That by Baptiſm, this Author underſtands the outward Sacred Rite, as diſtinct 
from the inward Grace ſignified by it, or Baptiſm in the outward Symbol, as he him- 
ſelf frequently ealleth it. FFF Tn ORE OTE | TOES 

3. TheQueſtion'is not, if Baptiſm hath the Neceſſity of a Commandment, which 
the other Sacrament hath alſo : As Bellarmine himſelf acknowledges, Diſput. Tom. z. 
Lib. 1. de Baptiſmo, Cap. 4. Nulla queſtio eſt, quin Baptiſmus ſit neceſſarius ad ſalutem 
ex Divino Chriſti mandato. Sed Controverſia eft, an ſit neceſſarius ut medium ad ſalu- 
tem, ita ut ſi quis non baptizetur, pereat, & c. But if it be a neceſſary Means? Pres- 
byterians acknowledge alſo, that Baptiſm is an inſtituted outward Means, but not 


Jo neceſſary, that none are ſaved without it. They deny, that it bath the ſame De- 


ree of Neceſſity with Regeneration, or Remiſſion of Sins, without which none can 
= ſaved. And in this Senſe it is, that, without any Force, they acknowledge Baptiſm 
neceſſary by Command, but not abſolutely and indiſpenſibiy neceſſary to Salvation. 

3. When our Author ſays, P. 7. They will not eſcape with this Diſtin&ion, if 
«we can prove againſt them, That — — m is ſe neceflary to all, Who are or will be 
< ſaved, upon the ordinary Covenanted Goſpel Terms of Salvation, that, without it, 
none are ſaved upon theſe Terms; It had been fit, he had explained his Ordinary 
Covenanted Goſpel Terms of Salvation, For my part, I know no Extraordinary Cove- 
nanted Goſpel Terms, nor know I any Terms of Salvation, but what do belong to the 
Covenant of Grace, and are revealed in the Goſpel. -The Covenanted Terms of Sal- 
vation, as I conceive, comprehend all theſe things, which God requires in order to 

the Salvation of Sinners, and without which they cannot-be ſaved ; Such are the Me- 
diation of Jeſus Chriſt, Regeneration by the Spirit, and Juſtification by free Grace, 
through the Redemption that is in Jeſus Chriſt. And moreover, in the Adult, there 
is required Faith in the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and Repentance toward God. And if a 
Perſon obtain theſe things, I ſhould think, he were ſaved upon the ordinary Co- 
he ſhoyld happen to die Unbapriſed. I can 

> ſcarcely 


3 


7 
f 


tiſm, and that they 


| ed | CEL : 
ſcarcely believe, that our Author judges Baptiſm to be the only Covenanted Term or 
Condition of Salvation; Though he doth in 1 T. 1 I. and 12. That a Man is 
not in a Salvable Condition, if he want Baptiſm, albeit he ſincerely believe, repent 
and forſake his Sins. From his chief Argument, Which is, That the Foly Spirit, and 
Re million of Sins, are ſaid ts be conferred in Baptiſm. ee it more probable, that, 
by the Covenanted Terms of Salvation, he underſtands the Spirit of Regeneration 
and Remiflion of Sins. And if fo, the meaning of his Propoſition will be, That with- 
Baptiſm, none are ſaved on theſe Terms, that is, without Baptiſm, none are ſaved 
through the Regeneration of the Spirit ind Remiſſion of their Sins. And if any Un- 
baptiſed Perſon be ſaved without theſe Terms of Salvation, 1 acknowledge with him 
P. 13. it muſt be in an Extraordinary and Uncovenanted Manner. For hitherto 
thought, that, in no wiſe, could enter into the New Jeruſalem, any thing that de- 
fleth, And ſuch are all Unrenewed and Unpardoned Sinners. Our Authors Hope 
is, P. 14. That Children dying Unbaptiſed are ſaved, becauſe this ſeems more agreeable 
to the Eſſential Goodneſs and Infinite Mercy of God. But if they be not ſaved on the Co: 
venanted Terms of Regeneration and Remiſſion of their Sins, I ſee no Ground for his 
Hope : Its true, he ſays, this amounts to no more than a Probability. But, for my 

art, I know no. Ground of Probability, that Infinite Mercy will ſave even Children, 
bot upon the Covenanted Terms of Salvation, that the Pollution of their Original Sin 
be waſhed away by Regeneration, and the Guilt of it by Application of the Merit of 


the Blood of Chriſt in their Pardon. If I have miſtaken his meaning, he may, with 


the next, vouchſafe us a more plain Explication of his Mind in this Matter. But 
whatever be of this, he ſeems, at leaſt, to make Baptiſm a Covenanted Condition of 
Salvation, of no leſs Neceſſity than Regeneration and Remiſſion of Sins, ſeing he 
makes it a neceſſary Cauſe of them. _ 

4. Hence the chief Hinge of this Controverſie lyes in the ſecond and third Propoſi- 
tions, concerning the Fruits and Efficacy of Baptiſm , whereupon depends the Que- 
ſtion about its Neceſſity, and the State of the Unbaptiſed. Tf it ſhould be enquired, 


what kind of Cauſe Baptiſm is, with reſpe& to Regeneration and Remiſſion, or how 


it conferreth theſe Benefits, if it produceth theſe Effects by ſome Natural or Superna- 
tural Vertue contained in the Element of Water, or by Divine Grace aſſiſtent in the 


Act of Baptiſing ? I can anſwer nothing from our Author's Print, who ſeems to have 


been as careful, as the Council of Trent was, to wrapt it up in a General. However, 
as we heard before, it is the Property of Baptiſm, to confer the Spirit and Remiſſion 
of Sins. Nor doth he directly and plainly determine the Extent of this Efficacy of 
Baptiſm, if it conferreth them to every one that is Baptiſed, tho he aſſerts it expreſly, 
in P. 14. as to Children, that die before they are guilty of Actual Sin. However, 
ha plainly affirms, 4 the Holy Spirit and Remiſſion of Sins are conferred in Bap- 
e not conferred by any other Covenanted and Inſtituted OF. 
nary Means, antecedent to, and independent on Baptiſm ; Yea, that he cannot be 
ſaid to have the Spirit, who is not Baptiſed. Whereas our Confeſſion ſaith, That 
Grace and Salvation are not ſo inſeparably annexed unto it, as that no Perſon can be 
D or ſaved without it, or that all that are Baptiſed are undoubtedly Re- 
generat . RA | X g RS 
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neration and Remiſſion are ſometimes con 


CHAP. III. The Firſt and Chief Argument for 
. the Neceſſity of Baptiſm Examined. _ Sp 


* Rom what hath been ſaid, the Contreverſie in hand comes to this Point: If, accord- 
ing to the Tenor of the Covenant of Grace, Out ward Baptiſm be ſo neceſſary. 


* for conferring of Regeneration aud Remiſſion of Sins, that none are Regene- 


rated or Pardoned without it? He affirms it is, Presbyterians deny it. 


Wherefore I ſhall, in the next place, conſider the Proofs he adduceth for eſtabliſh- 


ing his Opinion. 


is chief Argument lyes in this Complex Pro ſition, viz, © That the Holy Spirit : 


ce and Remiſſion of Sins are conferred in Baptiſm, and not by any other Covenanted 
and Inſtituted ordinary Means, antecedent. to and independent upon Baptiſm. 
Hence he inferreth this Concluſion, '** That therefore Baptiſm is fo neceſſary to all, 
* who are or will be ſaved upon the mg Covenamted Goſpel Terms of Salvation, 
© that, without it, none are ſaved on theſe Terms. A 


This Propoſition I-ſhall conſider, both as to its Senſe, and as to its Connexion with 


the Concluſion he draws from it. 


In the firſt Branch of his Propoſition, which is the affirmatiye part of it; By the Ho- 


ly Spirit, I ſuppoſe he means Regeneration, or being born again of the Spirit. And 
when he ſays, That the Holy Spirit and Remiſſion of Sins are conferred in Baptiſm 
This being an indefinite Propoſition, it 8 be underſtood either thus, That Rege- 

b erred in Baptiſm, yet ſo, that the Divine 
Grace is not tyed and confined to that Outward Rite, but that the Benefits of Rege- 


neration and Remiſſion may be denyed to ſome tho Baptiſed, and beſtowed on others | 
before Baptiſm, and on others long after they are Baptiſed. In this Senſe, it will not 
bear the weight of his Concluſion: For if ſome may be Baptiſed, a not Rege- 


nerated and Pardoned, and if others may be Regenerated and 1 without Bap- 
c 


tiſm, then it is not ſo neceſſary, but that ſome may be ſaved wichout it, and that on 


the ordinary Covenanted Goſpel Terms of Salvation, if the Regeneration of the Spirit 


and Remiſſion of Sins be allowed to paſs for ſuch Terms of Salyation. Or his meanin 


may be, (and mult be, if it infer the Concluſion,) That the Divine Grace is ſo tyed 


to the Outward Symbol, That Regeneration and Remiſſion are never conferred be- 


fore or after it, but only and alwiſe in and by Baptiſm. In this ſecond Senſe, the 


Affirmative part of his Complex Propoſition is denyed. 


As to the Negative part, our Author thinks himnſelf not concerned in the Proof of it. 


3 


the Affirmative part only being his Task. 1 acknowledge, ifhg ſhall prove che Affir- 


mative in the ſecond Senſe above-mentioned,” he may be the 188 Solicitous about the 


Negative: For the Affirmative, in that Senſe, will eafily infer the Negative. Yet, tif 


that be proven, we may enquire into the meaning of this. If his meaning herein be, 
'That Regeneration and Remiſſion are not conferred by any other Covenanted and In- 


ſtituted ordinary Outward Means, antecedent to, and independent upon Baptiſm, 


then I deny the Conſequence of his Argument: For tho it were granted, that there. 


are no other outward ordinary Means, yet if a Perſon may obtain theſe Benefits by 
the  Coyenanted and Inftituted inward ordinary Means, antecedent to, and 
inGependept upon Baptiſm, his Argument falleth, ſeing he that is ſaved without Bap- 
t 8 through the Renewing of the Holy Ghoft and Remiſſion of Sins, is ſaved upon 


ordinary Covenanted Terms of Salvation. If he underſtands, by the Negative part 
of his Pr opoſition, That Regeneration and Remiſſion of Sins are not conferred by any 
5 . | jog! | e 


VMiuith the Grace of his Spirit, for beſtowing and a 


ether ordinary Means, whether — or Outward, antecedent to, and indepen- 

dent upon Baptiſm: Then I think it falſe. And ſeing he fays,l am obliged, hy the Rules of 
Argument, to prove it ſo, by aſſigning the ordinary Means provided and inſtituted by oar 
Bleſſed Saviour in the G Noel or conferring theſe Benefits, antecedent to, and in epen- 
ent upon Baptiſm Tal aff n, Firſt, the 1 and Merits of Jelus Chri 

p 

on and Remiſſion of Sins, which were purchaſed bo bis Merits. Theſe are ordinary 
Means provided and inſtituted in the Covenant of Grace, without which, I think, 


he will grant, that none can be faved upon the ordinary Covenanted Gofpel Terms 


ol Salvation, and yet are they antecedent to, and independent upon Baptiſm. Se- 
condly, Prayer is an ordinary Means inſtituted in the Goſpel, as alſo the Word read 
and preached, or the Goſpel Call, the Precepts, Promiſes and Threatnings of the 


Word. Theſe are outward Means, antecedent to, and independent upon Baptiſm. 


And tho the Word be not a Mean to Infants, yet it is to the Adult, for it is to be 


obſerved, (as we ſhall ſhew afterwards,)that this Argument reſpeRs the Adult, as well 


as Infants. And if theſe Means now aſſigned be antecedent to, and independent up- 


on Baptiſm, our Author loſes the Cauſe, by his own Conceſſion, for, P. 13. heſays, - 


Tf there be any, let it be aſſigned, and the Controverſie is ended. 
However, having denyed both parts of his Complex Propoſition, -in the Senſe a- 
bove-expreſſed, let us hear, how he proves the Affirmative part, which is the Task 
he undertakes ro perform. | e | d 
Finſt he proves, that the Holy Spirit is conferred in Baptiſm, This, ſays he, is clear 
from Tit. 3.5. where Baptiſm is called, The waſhing of Regeneration and renewing of 
the Holy Ghojt. This is all the Proof he brings from this Text : If it was clear to 
himſelf, he might have made it ſome clearer to others alſo. To me it remains ſtill 
very dark. For, .( 1.) There is no mention of Baptiſm in the Text. How doth he 
then prove, that Baptiſm is called the Waſhing of Regeneration ? How is i Cleats 
that it is called the Renewing of the Holy Ghoſt? (2. ) Suppoſing that Baptiſm 
were here ſo called, How doth he hence prove, that the Holy Spirit is conferred in 
Baptiſm, and that alwiſe and only in Baptiſm, and not before it? For Baptiſm may 
be called the Laver of Regeneration, as the Sign and Seal that preſuppoſeth and con- 


firmeth this Grace; tho it be not the Cauſe or Means that conferreth it, (3.) When 


in this Text, God is ſaid to fave us by the Waſhing of Regeneration, I deſire to know, 
- avhether our Author underſtands this Phraſe of Outward or Inward Baptiſm? If it 

.denoteth Baptiſm in the Outward Symbol, and not the Inward Baptiſm of Regene- 
ration, How will he hence prove, that it conferreth Inward' Baptiſm or the Spirit 
of Regeneration, which, on this Suppoſition, is not underſtood by this Phraſe? If 
it denoteth the laward Baptiſm of the Spirit, (as it truly doth, ) then is it not to be 
underſtood of Baptiſm ig the Outward Symbol, which is the Point under Debare.(4.) 


When it is here laid, That He ſaved us by the Waſhing or Laver of Regeneration, all . 


that can be drawn from it, when he hath ſqueezed it to the uttermoſt, is, that the 

Inward Grace is expreſſed by the Name of the Outward Sign. And this is moſt fre. 
quent in Scripture, in all the Sacramental Phraſes. If from this he will conclud 

that Outward Bapriſm-conferreth-the Inward Grace, whereof it is the Sign and Seal: 


He may, with the ſame Reaſon, prove Trantubſtautiation,from the like Sacramental 
Phraſe, when it is ſaid of the Bread in the Lords Supper, Thus w my Body. And the 
Text here explains it ſelf, for tho the Word Laver may be borrowed from the Out- 


ward Symbol, yet, that we may know, that 1t is not meant of theLaver of Water 
in the Outward Sign, it is called the Laver of Regeneration and Renewing of the Holy 


halt. And in this Senſe is the Text explained by the moſt eminent Reformed Di- 


vanes. 


ing the Benefits of Regenerati- 


e 


— 172 422 


4 both ſo neceſſary. to Salvation, 


tradi& our Ble 


- Authori ty 


__ fosttheplaceof their 


cet a Man f 
cleanſing Vertue, doth purge away the Filth. and Pollution of Sin from the Soul, 


ſtabliſhing the true Senſe of our Saviours Words. (1. ) It is not unu 


dlean Water upon you which is explained 


- Baptiſm of Water cannot be here meant, ſeing, even according to the Conceſſion o 
Adxexſaries, it was not yet neceſſary, when theſe Words were ipoken to Nicodemus. 


1 1 | 
In'the next place, he undertakes to prove, That the Holy Spirit is, in the Goſpel, ſaid” 


3 gs given in Baptiſm, that he cannot be ſaid to have the Spirit, who is not Baptixed. 


And this (ſays he) is more than we are concerned to prove. And 1 think it is no more, - 
for if he prove the Poſitive part in the Senſe above-mentioned, it is the ſame as if he 
proved the Negative. But how proves he this? © The Words of our B. Savi- 
© our himſelf to Nicodemns, in Joh. 3. 5. are à clear Proof of it; For, there he joins 
< Baptiſm and the Holy Spirit 1 7 and by his Decretory Sentence, makes 
that he declares, with a re- doubled Yerily, that, 

4 ithout Baptiſm in the Outward Symbol, and the Spirit, none can be ſaved, Ve- 

« ily, Verily, I fay, unto thee, except a Man be born of Water and of the Spirit, he 
cannot enter into t 3 of Gad. 1 m 1 fy <-if | 
In Anſwer to which, -I obſerve, 1. That our Author pretends: here to overdo, but 


I think he outdoes and undoes himſelf, ſeing, if this Argument be good, it ſubverts 


all his Hopes of the Salvation of Children that die Unbaptized, which he expreſſeth, 
P. 14. For if our B. Saviour, by his Decretory - Sentence, hath made Baptiſm, . 
as well as the Spirit, neceſſary, with a re-doubled Verily: What Warrant hath he, 
to hope. for * of In e e this Decretory Sentence? Dares he con- 
ed Saviour, in what he declares with a re- doubled FVerily? By what 
ty doth he make an Exception of Unbaptized Infants, when our Lord makes 
none? He cannot ſay, that Children dying Unbaptized are ſaved, when Chriſt ex- 
cludes them the Kingdom of God, even tho he ſhould provide a Limbus Infantum, 
Frexnal Reſidence, ſeing here he makes Salvation, and entering 
into the Kingdom of God, to be one and the ſame. DOTS . Bi 
. Obſerve 2. The whole Stre th of this Argument lyes in this, that Water denotes. © 
Baptiſm in the Outward Symbol. Bellar mine and the reſt of the Popiſh Doctors, 
who uſe the ſame Arguments with our Author in this Matter, do underſtand it of 
the Sacrament of Baptiſm. Calvin, Peter Martyr, Pareus, Gomarus, Heideger, 
Spanheim, with the current of Reformed Divines, by Water here, underſtand the 
Spirit himſelf, with >; Savvy the manner of his Operation in our New Birth. Ex- 
— Us of Water and of the Spirit, i. e. by the Holy Spirit, who, by his 


even as Water doth the outward Spots and Filth of the Body. Our Author brings 


no Reaſon from the Text, for F ps Gloſs, as if we were to receive it upon 
e 


his Aſſertion. But I ſhall offer ſome of theſe Reaſons, I judge moſt weighty, „ 


ual in Scrip- 
ture, that one and the {ame thing is expreſſed in two Words by a Hendiadys, 0 
Mat. 3. 11. He ſhall Baptize you with the Holy Ghoſt and with Fire, i. e. The Holy 
Spirit, that purges away Corruption, as Fire doth Droſs : So here Water and the 
Spirit ſignify the ſame thing, the one Term being Metaphorick, and the other pro- 
per, and both are joined to tignific both the Author of our New Birth, and the man- 
ner of his Working. (2.) That the Holy Ghoſt-is here meant by theſe two equi- 
ollent Terms, and not outward Baptiſm, appears from the following fixth and eight 
erſes, where our Lord further explains his Mind, in mentioning the ſame effect 
twice, and aſcribes it to the Spirit alone, v. 6. That which is born of the Spirit is 


e Holy Spirit is deſigned by Water, IJ. 44. 3. Iwill pour Water upon him that 


dert v, 8. So is every one that is born of the Spirit. (3. ) It is not unuſual, 
_ thatt 
45 thirſty, — I will pour my Spirit upon thy Seed, Ezek. 36. 25. Then will I ſprinkle 


% 
F 


u, 27. 1 will put my Spirit within you, 
e Spirit, in the {ame Palſages, denote the ſame thing. ( 4- Pp he 


10n of 


Here Water and t 


* 


— 
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Bellarmine grants, it was not 998 0 before the Promulgation of it in the Day of 
Pentecoſt. And our Author, in his Specimen of the Method the Presbyterians, &c. 
P. 2, calleth Baptiſm a Divine * hr Inſtitution delivered by our Bleſſed Saviour 
to his Apoſtles, as one of his great and laſt Commands, when he taught them the things 
concerning his Kingdom: Which being after Chriſts Reſurrection, makes Baptiſm of 
a poſterior * this Conference with Necode mus. (F.) The thing our Lord is 
here teaching Nicode mus, was ſuch as he might and ſhould have known, ſeing his 


— 


Ignorance therein is ſharply reproved, v. 10. Art thou a Maſter in Iſrael, and 
knoweft not theſe things? Now he might have known the Neceſſity of Regeneration, 


of the New Heart and New Spirit, and that the Spirit of God was promiſed under 


the Similitude of Water. But he could not be blamed, for not knowing the Neceſſi- 


ty of Outward Baptiſm, ſeing that Evangelical Inſtitution was not yet delivered b 
our Bleſſed Saviour to his Apoftles, as one of his great and laſt Commands. A 


| therefore Outward Baptiſm cannot be here underſtood. And if Baptiſm, in the | 
Outward Symbol, be not made neceſſary by this Decretory Sentence, he'll never be 


able to prove, that our Bleſſed Saviour hath determined its Neceſſity, by any Com- 
mand delivered after his Reſurrection. | ; | 


_ Obſerve z. If this Argument from Joh. z 5. hold good, it reſpects the Adult "— 
them can be ſaid to have the Spirit, unleſs 


well as Infants, and proves, that none of 
they be Baptized, And that our Author underſtands it thus, is plain from what he 
ſays in Proſecution of this Argument, P. 8. © And he (viz. our Bleſſed Saviour 

ce places Baptiſm firſt in order before the Spirit, plainly inſinuating, that he hat 

< not only made both neceſſary to all, that will enter into the Kingdom of God, 
ce but made it likewiſe the Propett of Baptiſm to confer the Spirit. If Baptiſm be 
firſt in order before the Spirit,and if it be the Property of Baptiſm to confer the Spi- 


rit, then the Adult cannot be ſuppoſed to be born of the Spirit, before they are Bapti= | 


directly reſpect the Adult. For ſuch were Peters Hearers, Acts 2. ſuch were the 
Diſciples of John, Acts 19. ſuch was Cornelius, Acts 10. I think our Author de- 
ſerves the Praiſe of this peculiar Opinion, whereby he carries the Efficacy and Ne- 


Zed. It is Fea alſo from the Texts he adduceth in Confirmation of this Gloſs, which 


ceſſity of Baptiſm higher, than either Papiſts or Proteſtants ever did, who wrote 


upon this Subject. Bellarmine, Diſput. Tom. 3. de Sacram, Lib. 2. Cap. 1. ſays 
of the Catholicks, Nec tamen ideo ah ron eos, &c. Notwithſtanding it doth not 
therefore follow that they exclude Faith and Repentance in the Adult, for theſe are re- 
quired in the Adult as Diſpofitions. And, de Baptiſmo, Lib. Cap. 8. Requiritur qui- 


Faith and Converſion unto God. If, in the Opinion of Papiſts, actual Faith and Con- 
verſion unto God be preſuppoſed unto Baptiſm in the Adult, it ſeems clear, that they 
_ ſuppoſe them to be born of the Spirit, before they are Baptized: - | 

Samuel Ward, ſometime Profeſſor of Divinity in Cambridge, tho, as to Infants, he 


maintain, That Baptiſm doth alwiſe confer the Remiſſion of Original Guilt, yet, as 
dult, he is of another Opinion. Determin. Theolog. P. 45. Speaking of the 

Adult that receive the Sacrament, he ſays, Vt autem quis idoneus fiat, &c. But to 

make a Man fit, ſeveral Diſpaſitions are required, as, Catholick Faith, Hope of Par- 


to the A 


don, Fear of Puniſhment, Sorrow for Sins committed, a Purpoſe for the future not to 
Sin, a Purpoſe of New Life, all which fit and diſpoſe the Recetver. But moreover there 
is required true and lively Faith in Chriſt the Mediator for Remiſton of Sins, by which 


Means alone the Redemption of Chriſt is inſtrument ally applyed unto the Remiſffton of Sins. 


And, in this, Doctor Ward determines nothing, but what is conſonant to the Do- 
ctrine of the Church of England, in Art. 27. of Baptiſm. It is alſo a Sign of Regene- 
ration or New Birth, whereby — B confirmed,” and Grace increaſed, by vertut 
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rer unte God, Here Faith and Grace, been ſuppoſe the New Birth, are made 


antecedent to Baptiſm. Wherefore, if the Epiſcopal Clergy in Scotland be of our 


Authors Opie (which I ſhall not believe, till it be further ceelgadl.) they 


ſtand con emned in the Judgment of the Church of Bngland, as to this Point of 
| However, we may hear What he 1 for 2 this his ſingular Opinion, Pag. 
8. “and that this much was intended by him (our Bleſſed Saviour) muſt be grant- 
© ed by our Brethren, if they allow that St. Peter underſtood his Mind ſufficient- 
4 ly, and was infallibly ſecured from Error in delivering it on the Pay of Fenteceſt, 
e and I think they muſt grant he was ſo then, if ever; For, being then filled with 
the Holy Ghoſt, and conſequently infallibly guided, he Exhorts his Auditors, To 
& | Repent and be. Baptized every one of them in the Name of Jeſus Chrift, for the Re- 
& miſſion of Sins, and they ſhould receiue the Gift of the Holy Ghoſt, Acts 2. 38. : 
Ibis long flouriſh of St. Peters Infallibility makes nothing to thie purpoſe, Presby- 


ter ians do not in the leaſt queſtion his Infallible N tho they think themſelves 
5 


not obliged to give the like Credit to every gloſs this Author may impoſe upon his 
Words. But our Authors great quarrel with Presbyterians ſeems rather to be, that 
they pay too much deference to the Oracles of God, ſeing he ſo often comes over this 


Cant in his Pamphlet, and in his Preface, he ſays, © None pretend more to be deter- 


.anined in all controverſies in Religion by the Sacred Scriptures, ſo as to decline the Teſti- 
mom of venerable Antiquity, than our preſent Scots Presbyterians, Our Author may 
mock and revile them on this account as much as he will, yet they account it no 
Repreach. Yea, they are not aſhamed to maintain againſt Papiſts and all who ſym- 
bolize with them, that the Holy Scriptures are the Rule and only Rule of Faith, and 
that Antiquity, how venerable ſoever, is not to be received in Oppoſition to theſe 
Sacred Oracles. And as to the Queſtion in hand, about the neceſſity of Baptiſm, if 
our Author pleaſes in his next Eſſay to enter upon it, Presbyterians will never de- 
£line the Tryal, whether he or they have the beſt Claim to the Teſtimony of vene- 
Fable Antiquity. This may ſuffice once for all, hereafter I ſhall not reckon my ſelf 
obliged to notice the Reflections of this kind that frequently occur in his Pamphlet. 
But to the purpoſe, 5 | 


Our Queſtion is-not about the Apoſiles infallible guidance, but if in his Words 
Act, 2. f 


. he places Baptiſm firſt in order before the Spirit, and makes it the Pro- 
perty of Baptiſm to confer the Spirit? Our Author affirms it; and for evincing the 
.contrary,, I ſhallonly make two Remarks. ( 1. ) That Evangelical Repentance and 


Faith in the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, were required of Peters hearers as Antecedent to 


their being Baptized. For being pricked in their heart, v. 37. Peter ſaid unto them, 


* 


Repent and he Baptized, v. 38. and v. 41. Then they that gladly received his word, were 


Baptized, Thele Graces were Fruits of the Spirit, wrought in them by means of the 
word, Antecedent to, and Independent upon Baptiſm. They were therefore ſup- 
poſed to be born of the Spirit, before they were Baptized ; unleſs our Author will 
maintain, that a Man may Repent and believe the Goſpel by the natural power of 


Free-will, without the influence of the Spirit. ( 2. ) That, the Gift of the Holy 


Ghoſt, here promiſed upon their Repenting and being Baptized, is to be underſtood 


of the extraordinary Gifts of the Spirit poured out at that time; at leaſt, it cannot 


be underſtood of the ſirſt Grace of Regeneration, and the new Birth, which-they 
Arc ſuppoſed to have had before Baptiſm, | a ue 


"The next proof he adduceth is from Acls 19. 1.6. concerning ſome, who be- 
fore were Baptized with John's Baptiſm, whom ( he ſays) St. Paul fir/t Baptized in the 
_  Napne of the Lord Feſus, and then he laid his hands upon them, and the Holy Ghoſt fell 


en them; and they jpake with Tangnes and Prophefied, = 
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1 ſhall not here enter upon that other Popiſh Controverſie, about the hd © 
Efficacy of John's Baptiſm, and if his Diſciples were Re-baptized : But ſhppoſih - 
they were, this paſſage makes nothing to his purpoſe : For theſe Diſciples © 7417 . 
were ſuppoſed to have had Faith and Repentance, v. 4. and in v. 6. The Holy Ghoſt, 
(which is attributed, not to their Baptiſm, but to the laying on of the Apoſties 
hands) is plainly meant of the extraordinary Gifts of the Spirit, whereby they ſpake 
with Tongues and Propheſied. Hence we may ſee, how unhappy our Author is in cit- 
ing theſe Texts, which prove the quite contrary of what he would draw from then. . 
Dur Author to ſecure his Argument from all Exception, pretends to anſwer an _ 
_ : Obje&ion, pag. 8. © But our Presbyterian Brethren may ſay, The Holy Ghoſt was i | 
* ſometimes given before Baptiſm. I grant it, as in the inſtance of Cornelius and his 
Company, Recorded in Acts 10. . 45. 51%, 1 Wag" HR 
But ] ſhall caſt the Objection in another Mould, which, if he pleaſes, he may An? 
ſwer with the next. If the Spirit of Regeneration, whereby Sinners are born again, 
was alwiſe ſuppoſed to be given before Baptiſm, and if the Graces of Faith and Re- 
pentance, which are the Fruits of the Spirit, be, in the New Teſtament, required 
as Qualifications in the Perſons to be Baptized : Then Baptiſm is not firſt in order 
before the Spirit, nor is it the Property of Baptiſm to confer the Spirit. That it was 
ſo in Peters hearers, As 2. we have obſerved already. As to Curnelius and his Com- 
pany, Act, 10. our Author grants it. It is ſaid of the Samaritans, Acts 8. 12. when 
they belzeved,----they were Baptized. And even the extraordinary Gifts of the Holy 
Ghoſt were not conferred upon them at their Baptiſm, but ſometime after by the 
laying on of the hands of the Apoſtles Peter and. John. Fa. th was required of. the 
: Eunuch before Baptiſm, Act, 8. 5 Jf. thou believeſt with all thine heart thou wy a 
Paul was Converted, prayedand had Revelations of the Spirit-before he was Bap | 
tied, Act, 9. The Heart of Lydia was opened before her Baptiſm, At 16. 14. The 3 
Jailor is required to believe on the Lord Jeſus Chrift, before the Saerament of Bap- 
tiſm was Adminiſtred unto him, Act, 16. 8 1. Criſpus and the Corinthians believed 
and were Baptized, Act, 18: 8. In all theſe inſtances we ſee that the Ne- Birth 
was Antecedent to outward Baptiſm, That Chriftians were ordinarly Baptized be- 
fore they received the Extraordinary Gifts of the Spirit. I ſhall eafily grant: But 
. do not expect, that our Author ſhall be able to give an inſtance of any one in all tie 
New Teſtament, who was Baptized without the previous profeſſion of Faith and Re- . 
pentance. From what hath been ſaid, our Authors Diſcourſe concerning Cornelius, 5% 
appears to be ſo little to the purpoſe, that 1 n ay wo any further Anfwer to 
it. Upon all which, ler the Impartial Reader judge how firinly he bath proved, 
that it is the property of Baptiſm to conter the Spirit, 
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nE ſecond point he undertakes to prove is, That Remifter of Sins is attri- © - 
ted to Baptiſm. And this we may conlider as his Second Argument for 


its Neceſſity. p. 10. 1 think. (ys he) the inſtance of St. Paul ¶ re- 


s corded in Chap. 9. and 22. of the A#s) is fo clear a proof of it, that 

be unaccountably blind and prejudicated, Who will not be convinced -. 

by it. Tho he was Conver ted, yet he Was not Abſolved from the Guilt ot Mssins, 
bat directed to the ordinary means ipſtituxed for obtaining Remiffon, At an 

_ * go into the City and it mall be told 


83 # 


 * they muſt 
„„ 


— 


27. 16 


to be the means of applying the Merits of his Blood and fo o 


way o 


4 


. ( 14 ) + 
e the Sacred Rite of Baptiſm was the 9 means, is evident from what 


4 HAnanias ſaid to him; Ariſe and be ptized, and waſh away thy Sins, As 


I freely profeſs] am not yet convinced by all that he hath ſaid; If it be through 


my unaccount able blindneſs and prejudice, I ſhall leave it to others to judge from the 
- Anſwers I ſhall ſuggeſt. 


1. By our Authors own Conceſlion, Converſion did preceed Baptiſm ; which e 


turns his former Argument from John 3. 5. For. I ſuppoſe he will not refuſe, that to 
be Converted, and to be born of the Spirit are one and the ſame. But in this inſtance 
the New Birth was Antecedent to Baptiſm, and therefore he falſly affirmed before, 
that Baptiſm is firſt in order before the Spirit, and that it is the property of Bap- 


tiſm to confer the Spirit. 


2. The Apoſtle Paul was a fincere Convert and true Believer before he was Bap- 
tized. But according to the Doctrine of the Prophets and Apoſtles, the Remiſſion 


of Sins, which conſiſts in the Gracious Sentente and Judgement of God abſolving 


from Guilt, is inſeparably annexed unto Faith in Chriſt, Alt, 10. 43. To him give all 
the Prophets Witneſs, that through his Name, whoſoever believeth in him, ſpall receive 


Remiſſion of Sins, Acts 13. 39. And by him all that believe are juſtified, &c. And 
Rom. 3. 28. Therefore we conclude that a Man is juſtified by Fath. Wherefore as 
1 was juſtified by Faith before Circumciſion, which he after ward received 


as a Seal of the Righteouſneſs of the Faith, which he had. yet being uncircumciſed, 
- Rom. 4. 10, 11. So Paul was juſtified by his Faith before Baptiſm, which Sacrament 
be - 09 as a Seal of the Righteouſneſs of the Faith be had yet being unbap- 
 rized. | 23 8 hen ” 


3. Our | Author aſſerts, That Baptiſm is the only ordinary means of Remiſſion, 
and ſays it is evident from Act 22.46. Ariſe and be Baptized and waſh away thy Sins, © 
But it is not enough to lay down a poſition, and adduce a Text for its Confirmation, 


unleſs he can ſhew how that Scripture makes for his purpoſe, and proves his point. 


Here indeed Baptiſm and the waſhing away of Sins are joined together. But (1.) 


Hop doth he hence infer that Baptiſm is the only ordinary means inſtituted for obtain - 


ing the Remiffion of Sins ? Hath not God inſtituted and appointed the Blood of 
Chriſt to be the means of cleanſing us from all Sin? Hath not bid inſtituted Faith 
ob 


| taining the Remiſ- 
fon of Sins? Ho then is Baptiſm. the only means? Will he ſay that Baptiſm is the 


the 7 ordinary means, and. that the Blood of Chriſt and Faith are extraordinary 


- means? If ſo, he muſt give a new Senſe to theſe uſual Terms. (2-) How doth he 
hence 7 that Baptiſm is a means of obtaining Remiſſion ? For the waſhing a- 
Sins may be attributed to Baptiſm. as a Sign and Seal, for Signifying, Scal- 

ing, Confirming, and Intimating this benefite, tho it be not the Cauſe or Means, far 
the only Means of conferring the Remiſſion of Sins. (3.) How doth he hence 
prove, that the Remiſlion of Sins is attributed to Baptiſm ? For tho Baptiſm and the 
.waſhing away of Sins be joined together in this Text, yet it is not ſaid, waſh away thy 
Sins by the outward Water of Baptiſm. And ſeing it is not expreſly attributed to out- 
ward Baptiſm,whymay it not be underſtood, to be attributed unto theBlood ofChriſt 
which is the true Fountain open for Sin and for Uncleannels, to which the Remiſ- 


ion of Sins is frequently aſcribed, in Scripture, and which is repreſented in the out- 


ward Water of Baptiſm. Whereas Water in Baptiſm may waſh away the Filth of the 


$ Nan but it is as impoſſible for it to reach the utions of the Soul, as that the 


of Bulls and Goats ſhould take away Sins. It might have been expected, that 


. Inſtead of barely alledging this Text, be ſhould have evinced from it, That Remiſ- - 
| ſen of Sint 55 attrihuscd to Baptiſm, that it is.attributed to Baptiſm as the Means, and 


Mas 


waſhing away of thy Sins, where 
both the Guilt and Defilement of thy Sins may be wa 


ſitions. I thought Repentance anc 
add together in the Goſpel. But this Author teacheth otherwiſe, according to whoſe 


ment, propoſed: by way of Queſtion ;, © Befides, I ask what our Brethren will make 
of thoſe plain Texts, in Gal. 3. 27. As many.as are Baptized into Chrift, have put 
«Gon Chrik, | FA 


. 
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(19-3 \. HED 
a the only ordinary Means of obtaining Lorziveneſs of Sins. Which ſeing he hath | 
not done, his Argument remains Lame and Defective. | | "Wes. . 
4 To yield all that can be reaſonably demanded in this Matter, we ſhall ſuppoſe 
that Remiſſion of Sins is attributed to Baptiſm. And when this is granted, from 
theſe Words, Ariſe and be Baptized, and waſh away thy Sins, it will not follow, that 
the Sacred Rite of Baptiſm is the only ordinary Means of Remiſſion, or that he had 
not before received the pardon of Sin upon his Converſion and Belief in Chriſt : But 
all that can juſtly be inferred is, that the Grace of Forgiveneſs is aſcribed to Baptiſm 
as the Outward Sign and Seal of it, according to the uſual Figure in all the Sacramen- 
tat Phraſes : And that the we we is, receive an Efficacious Confirming Seal of the 
y alſo thy Faith ſhall be ſtrengthned in the con- 
y vertue of his Blood, and Power of his Grace, 
be waſhen _ To the ſame pur- 
poſe is this Sacramental Phraſe explained by Learned Reformed Divines, Marlorat, 
Gualter, Aretius, Parens, &c. | | 


tant applying unto Chriſt, that, 


And this Expoſition appears. moſt agreeable to the Tenor of the Covenant of 5 | 


Grace, which gives Claim to and Intereſt in its promiſed Benefits, upon perfor- 


mance of the Conditions of Faith and Repentance: And moſt agreeable to the Na- 


ture of Remiſſion, which is an Act of Free Grace, that cannot be tyed to the Mo- 


ment of Baptiſm, or made dependent on the Will of the Adminiſtrator. It is alſo 


moſt agreeable to the Nature of Sacraments, which are Confirming Seals of the Co- 


venanted Benefits; And a Seal and Confirmation preſu poſeth.a prior Right to the 
Benefit Sealed and Confirmed. And finally, it is, malt. agreeable to the Nature of 
" Baptiſm in particular, wherein, unto the Element of Water, no other Waſhing a- 
way of Sins can properly be attributed, but what is Sacramental, that is, Significa- 
tive and Obſignatory of the Inward Waſhing by Regeneration and Remiſſion. 


From all which Conſiderations the Reader may judge, what ground our Author 


Hath to build his Opinion on this Text, Act, 22. 16. And to whom the unaccount- 


able Blindneſs and Prejudice is moſt juſtly imputeable. 

From this Inſtance he further concludes, P. 11. That all Men are under Sin, and 
therefore in a periſhing Condition, (even thò they do repent and forſake their Sins, 1 
until they are waſhed in this Laver. E Lao, 9 

Here is ſome more new Doctrine, but abundantly Conſequential to his former Po- 
d Remiſſion of Sins had been inſeparably conne&t- 


Doctrine, a Man may truly repent, and yet periſh eternally, if he is not Baptized, 


- tho he be deprived of it through no Fault of his own. Our Lord taught, N 13. 


3.) Except ye repent, ye ſhall all likewiſe periſh, But I do not read any where, Ex- 


cept ye be Baptized, ye ſhall all likewiſe periſh, He told his Diſciples, Luk 24. 47. 


That Repentance and Remiſſon of Sins ſhould be preached in his Name. And his A- 
poſtles taught People to Repert, that their Sins might be blotted out, Acts 3. 19. And 


That Jeſus was exalted to give Repentance unto Iſrael and Remiſſion of Sins, Acts 8. zi. 


But, in our Authors Opinion, it ſeems we have been miſtaken, while we thought, 


in theſe and the like 3 Remiſſion of Sins was annexed to Repentance. 


Our Authors following Words, in P. 11. may be conſidered as his Third Argu- 


/ In Col. 2. 12. Buried with Chrift in Baptiſm, and riſen with him in 
* Baptiſm, And in 1 Pet. 3. 20, 21. where the Apoſtle makes the Compariſon be- 
* tween Noah's being ſaved in the Ark by Water, and our being ſaved. by: Baptiſan. 

= Arc theſe New Teſtament Texts, Words ſpoke only at randgm, G. 145 


* * > 4 | . © SEM ( 16 ) 5 
As the are not Words ſpoken at random, fo neither ought they to be cited at 
random, nor unfairly repreſented, as our Author doth that aſſage of the Apoſtle 
Fer, which, if ſet in its toll Light, might have ſcattered the Miſt from his Eyes. 
"Wherefore, to his Queſtion, I Anſwer. — bg | 
1. That Presbyterians make the fame of theſe Texts, which the Apoſtle Peter him- 
_ "feifdoth; who maketh a plain Diſtinction betwixt Baptiſm in the Outward Symbol, 
and Inward Baptiſm, or the Grace ſignified and ſeated by that Symbol And aſcribes 
Hur Salvation not to the Outward Rite, but to the Inward Grace, as is evident from 
his own Words, which our Author ſhould have added; For having ſaid, That Bap- 
_ Fiſm doth alſo nom ſave us, He addeth, Not the putting away of the Filth of the Fleſh, 
(which is all that Water can do,) but the Anſwer of a good Conſcience towards God, 
by the Reſurrettion of Jeſus Chriſt: Which is not the Effect of Outward Baptiſm, 
but of the Renewing Grace of the Spirit of God, 19% 
2. Presbyterians may make the ſame of theſe plain Texts, which the abovye-cited 


& Cleanſing, Marion, N Regeneration, the Death of Sin; which can- 
| 4 
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* R to the Divine Inſtitution, have uſed the Symbols of theſe things, | 
"we 


re plainly 9 unto Baptiſm, which is ſaid to Seal and Confirm them. 


de charges with groſs 


in the end of P. 11. and in P. 12. we may conſider as our Authors 
Fee which he propoſeth for Illuſtration of the former. Suppoſe an 
* 


Perk 
J rofeſſed the Chriſtian Religion, and behaved 
of to know, that he was never Baptized. Ing 
En, e This 


| cr) 1 | 
This Perſon, in his Opinion, is not in a Satvable 8 nor qualified for the 
Viſion of God in Heaven. But I crave leave to differ from him, I chuſe rather to 
be of the Apoſtles Judgment, Rom. 10. 9, 10. That if thou ſhalt confeſs with thy 
Mout h the Lord Jeſus, and jhalt believe in thine Heart, that God hath raiſed him 
from the Dead, thou ſhalt be ſaved, For with the Heart Man believeth unto Righte= 
ouſneſs, and with the Mouth Confefſion is made unto Salvation. He that thus believeth 
and confeſſeth Chriſt, is 5 excluded by our Author from a Salvable 
State. But for my part, ſeing he hath the thing ſignified in Baptiſm, I dare not 
preſume, againſt this plain Oracle of God, to exclude ſuch an one, both from Righ- 
reouſnels.and Salvation, for want of an External Rite. But why is he not qualified 
for the Viſion of God? Becauſe ( faith he ) upon the Covenanted and Revealed 
Goſpel Terms, he is unqualified for the Communion-of the Saints Militant upan 
Earth, for want-of Baptiſm. And (ſays he) I ast our Brethren, if, on their Con- 
ſcience, they would think it ſafe, to admit him to the Participation of the Sacrament of 
the Lords Supper, tho he earneftly ſought it with Prayers and Tears, until he were Bap- 
rized? I Anſwer, There is nothing appears to me in the Caſe, that needs ſtraiten 
any Presbyterian Miniſter in his Gonſcience. I think ſuch a Perſon is qualified for 
the Communion of Saints, and a Presbyterian Miniſter might admit him, both to 
Baptiſm and the Lords Supper at the ſame time (as was of old practiſed in the Chri- 
ſian Church) without any Scruple of Conſcience, he having Right to both. As to 
the Covenanted Goſpel Terms, he ſo often comes over, I ſhall not repeat what I have 
ſaid already. I think Faith, Regentance, the Confeſling of Chriſt, a toly Life, 
are Terms of Salvation : And, in whomfoever theſe things are found, he ſhall e lay- 
ed upon the Covenanted and Revealed Goſpel Terms of Salvation. 


— 


CHAP. v. Of Infant Baptiſm in particular. 


| TW 'therto 1 have examined the chief Foundations, en which our Author 
| | builds his Neceſſity of Baptiſm, His following Diſcourſe doth particu- 
_ larly reſpe& the Baptiſm of Infants : Which he brings in by way of An» 
{wer to an Objection he makes to himſelf, P. 12, © But our Brethren 
4 may ſay, the Children of Chriſtian Parents = ſuch ) are comprehended wichin 
cc the Golpel- Covenant, and conſequently in a Salvable Condition upon the Terms 
cc of it, tho they die Unbaprized, The Promiſe being made to them, ( viz. Chriſtian 
& Parents, ) and to their Children, Acts 2. 39. : | 
Our Author Anſwers, That all that can be inferred from theſe Words of the A- 
poſtle is, that the Parents, being Chriſtians, have a Federal Right to require the 
Benefit of Baptiſm to their Children, and the Children themſelves are in a Federal 
Diipofition to receive it, whenever they are born; But not, that the Children are 
in a Salvable Condition 2 the ordinary Revealed Golpel Terms of Sawation, or 
that they are Chriſtians, ſo long as they are Unbaptized. In Reply to which, i 
1. I with our Author had explained what he means by a Federal Diſpoſition, and 
a Salvable Condition, and how a Perſon may have a Federal Diſpoſition, and yet not 
be in a Salvable Condition upon the Terms of the Covenant. 'Thele things I ac- 
knowledge, I do not well comprehend, If, by this Federal Diſpoſitien, be under- 
ſtands a Gracious Qty or a Real Priviledge, How can this be allowed to ſuch, 
as are not Chriſtians? 1 he underſtands a Covenant Right to the Seal of Baptiſm, 
How can this be granted to iuch, as are not comprehended in the Covenant, nor in 
a Salvable Condition upon the Terms * it? Again, if, by a Salvable Condition, he 
1 8 E ä means, 


* 


Lied : 
- Meavs, that their Salvation is -offible upon their fulfilling the Terms of tlie Cove: 


nant of Grace, (as the Words, in their common Acceptation, ſeem to import,) then 
1 ſee not, how 6 can exclude Turks and. Pagans, far leſs the Children Cn 
Parents, from a Salvable Condition. If he take this in a ſtrier Senſe, for ſuch as 
have a Title to, and are in the way of Salvation, upon the Terms of the Covenant, 
then I ſee not, how he can exclude the Children of Chriſtian Parents from this Sal- 
vable State, unleſs he ſhall ſay, that they are not comprehended in the Covenant, 
and that the Promiſes of it do not belong unto them. And if ſo, I knew not what 
Federal or Covenant Diſpoſition they can be in, to receive the Seal of the Covenant. 
2. If the Children of Chriſtian Parents are not Chriſtians, while Unbaptized, 
then are they without Chriſt, and therefore Aliens from the Common-wealth of 15 ael, 
Strangers from the Covenants of Promiſe, without Hope, and without God in the orld, 
Eph. 2. 12. And if this be the State of the Unbaptized Children of Chriſtian Pa- 
rents, I know no Real Priviledge they have above Turks and Heathens, nor how the 


- Promiſe is ſaid to be made unto them. But, 1 hope, better Thoughts will be inter- 


tained of their Children by all true Chriſtians, who believe the Proincile of the Co- 


venant, I will be a God to thee, and to thy Seed after thee. 


3. This Opinion of our Authors, denying the Unbaptized Infants of Chriſtian Pa- 
vents, to be Chriſtians, or in a Salvable Condition, ſubverts the Foundation of In- 
fant-Baptiſm ; and thereby deſtroys what he was pretending to build, in furniſhing 
its Adverſaries, the Anabapt iſts, with a ſtrong Argument againſt it. The Ort hodoæ 
uſually build Infant-Baptiſm upon this Ground, I hat the Covenant belongs unto 
Chriſtian Children, that they have Communion with Chriſt, that of ſuch is the 
Kingdom of Heaven, at leaſt, in the Judgment of Charity, we ought to account 


them ſuch, and therefore this Seal of the Covenant may warrantably be adminiſtred 


unto them. Having the Grace ſignified, they have Right to the Seal. But while 
our Author denyes chem theſe Priviledges, the Auabaptiſis may argue againſt him 
thus; © Whoſoever are not Chriſtians, nor in a Salvable Condition, they ought not 
<« to have the Badge of Chriſtianity, nor the Seal of Salvation: Whoſo have no 
at Right to the Covenant, norPromiies thereof, their Right cannot be viſibly confirm- 
«ed by the Inſtituted Seal: Who have no Pardon granted unto them, there is no 
« Warrand to Sign their Remiſſion: Who are not Heirs of the Ringdom, a Right 
« to the Inheritance cannot be Sealed unto them: In a Word, Whoſoever have not 
4 Union with Chriſt, as his Members, nor Communion with him in his purchaſed 
« Benefits, unto them the Sacrament of Baptiſm is not to be adminiſtred. But, in 
« your Judgment, ſuch are the Children of Chriſtian Parents; They are not Chri- 
* {tians, nor in a Salvable Condition, conſequently they have no Right to the Cove- 
4 nant. of Grace, nor Promiſes thercof, no Pardon of Sin is granted unto them, 
< nor are they Heirs of the Kingdom, nor have they Union ana Communion with 
< Jeſus Chriſt. Therefore, according to your Judgment, they ought not to be 
« Baptized, The Anabapti/ts, who are againſt Baptiling of any Perion, until of 
competent Age, may allo urge him with this Argument, 1urks and Heathens are 
d not to be Baptized, until once they be made Chrittians, i. e. Until they be 


e brought by Faith to cloſe with Chriſt in the Covenant of Grace for Remiſuon of 


“ Sins, or at leaſt make Proteſlion thereof: But, in your Opinion, the Children of 
* Chriitian Parents, being no Chriſtians, nor in a Salvable Condition, are really no 
c better, but equal to I, and Heathens; Therefore ſuch Children are not to be 
* Baptized, until firit they be made Chrittians, i. e. Until they actually believe, 
86 Or at lealt make Profeſſion of their Faith. I his is what Alabaptets plead for. 
And that it may further appear, that 1 have not unjuitly charged dur Author with 
Kverturning the Foundation of Infam-Baptiſim, I hall only add, That, in the ve 
: h N | cite 
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Merit - Curift is applyed fon Remi 0 


ce the Priviledge of the Covenant, by the Spirit 
c here the Chief and Principal, an 


1 3 ä 
cited Text, As 2. 38, 39. the Apoſtle makes a Right ta, and Intereſt in the Prõ- 
miſes, the Ground and Reaſon of his Exhortation untq gaptiſin; Then Peter ſaid un-. 
to them, Repent, and be Baptized, &c. For the Promiſe is unto you, and to your Chil. 


dren, &c. Now if a Right unto, and Jr;cereſt in the Promiſe, be the Ground of 


Baptiſm, then he that denyes this Ri! unto Children, and ſo removes this Ground,. 
he overturns the Baptiſm of Infar,cs, „ b; 
But how doth our Author prove that the Children of Chriſtian: Parents are not 
Chriſtians? All I find for this is in theſe Words, And I think it will be hard for our 
Brethren to prove by any thing revealed in the Goſpel, that they are Chriſtians, until 
they are Paptiz.ed in the Name of Chrift. Es 
And from what is already ſaid, I may retort, it will be hard for him to prove, by 
any thing revealed in the Goſpel, that they ought to be Baptized in the Name of 
Chriſt, unleſs he ſhall allow them to be accounted Chriſtians, and in a ſalvable con- 
dition upon the Terms of the Covenant of Grace. I think alſo the Objection which 
he ſtarted, and hath not Anſwered, doth furniſh a proof of this, which I ſhall offer 
thus: Theſe who are comprehended in the Goſpel Covenant, and to whom the 
Promiſe belongs, who are ſharers of the Bleſſings of Chriſt, and Heirs: of the King- 

1 


dom of Heaven; They ought to be accounted Chriſtians, and in a ſalvable con 


tion upon the Terms of the Covenant. But ſuch are the Children of Chriſtian Parents; . 
Therefore they are to be accounted Chriſtians, and in a ſalvable condition. And 
if they be judged ſuch, can any Man forbid Water, that theſe ſhould not be Baptized. 
In P. 13. we have, as it ſeems, a further. Anſwer to the Objection, viz. More- 
over St. Faul ſays in Heb. 12. 14. That without Holineſs no Man fhall ſee.the Lord. 
But tho there be a new Text cited, yet there is no new proof adduced. For all his 
Arguing from it depends upon his former Complex Propefition, That there is no other 


means provided by our B. Saviour, for puting us in a ſtate of Holineſs and Life, and 


applying the Merit of his Blood to us for obtaining the Remiſſion of Sins, Antecedent 
to and Independent upon . V If there be any (ſays he) let it be afſigned and 
the Controverfie is ended. Theſe Means both outward and inward I have aſſigned 
already. remember when this Queſtion is objected to Heidegger a Divine of Zu- 
ot, viz, By what means do qe hold, that the 

f Sins, unto Iifants that depart before Baptiſm? ' 
Heidegger ( Tumul. Concit, Trident. Tom. 1. P. 224 Anſwers, An vero putas agque 
Baptiſmo, &c. © But do yon think, that the Merits of Chriſt are applyed by the 


e Baptiſm of Water, without the accompanying Spirit of God ? If ye deny, then 


« why may not the purifying Blood of Chriſt be applyed unto Infants; enjoying 
l Oo, whoſe Energie is — 2 
who worketh as he pleaſetn. | 
In P. Ig. He expreſſeth his hope of Children dying unbaprized, that they areSaved. 
But this 23 himſelf acknowledges, amounts to no more than a probability. And, as 
1 hinted before, according to his Principles, I can ſee no ground of Probability in 
the caſe. For in his Opinion ( in the cloſe of P. 13. ) ſuch Infants are thrown upon 


the chance of Extraordinary, Uncovenanted, Unneceſſary and Uncertain Methods of | 


Salvation, And what ground there is to hope for Salvation in ſuch Methods to any, 
I know not. | think this his Doctrine is Cruel againſt Infants, who may periſh 
ternally, for want of Baptifm through no fault of their own z; and Comfortleſs to 
Parents, who in his Opinion, can build no Hope of the Salvation of ſuch Children 
upon the promiſe of the Covenant. 3 | | * 
Our Author on the other band, expreſſeth his full Aſſurance as to Baptized Chil- 
dren. © We have( ſays he) our B. Saviours expreſs Promiſe to build an infallible | 
< Belicf on, that, if they Die before they are guilty of Actual Sin, they are 2 85 : 


nm 


Pl 


a Fs). 
4 Hy their very Baptiſm, — away their Original Pollution, and applying the 


Merit of Chriſts Blood to them. I believe and hope, upon the ground of the Cove- 
--nant Promiſe, that the Children of Chriſtian Parents, if removed in Infancy, are 
avec whether Baptized or not. And if they are Baptized and preſerved 
in Life, I ſhall account them in the Covenant and in a Gracious State, until they diſ- 
cover the contrary by a Prophane and vitious Life. For eſtabliſhing his infallible 
" tbelief concerning Baptized Infants : Our Author adds, © This Promiſe is as ex- 
t preſs as words can make it, in Mark 16. 16. He that believeth and is Baptized, 
tt fall beſaved. It is true our B. Saviour there joins Belief with Baptiſm, But then, 
Lc it is agreed to by our Brethren as well as by us, that the Chriſtian Parents or 
* Spots profeſſion of the Faith in name of the Children, is ſufficient in Baptiſm, 
hat the Parents profeſſion of Faith is ſufficient for a Miniſter to adminiſter Bap- 
tiſm to their Children I may grant. Bur it is more than I know, if Presbyterians 
Ao agree, that Parents profeſſion of the Faith at Baptiſm, is ſufficient unto the Sal- 
ation of their Children. How Parents make profeſſion of the Faith in Name of their 
Children, and how their profeſſion, or their real Faith, is imputed unto their Chil- 
fdren, or bow the Parents profeſſion of the Faith, at the Baptiſm of their Children, 
ertorms the ſame thing with reſpect to the Salvation of theſe Children, that Actual 
Faich doth in the Adult, I do not comprehend. His Anſwer therefore unto the Ex- 
ception he ſtarted, is at beſt Ambiguous : And I think his proof from the Text ad- 
duced is no leſs lame. For it may e further excepted,. (1.) In this Text there is 
no expreſs. mention of Baptized Children, or of their Dieing before they are guilty 
of Actual Sin; Nor is the waſhing away of their Original Pollution, and the ap- 
plying of the Merit of Chriſts Blooc| to fnem expreſly aſcribed unto their very Ba 
tiſm. How then are theſe things as expreſs as words can make them? (2.) 
Text plainly reſpe&s the Adult who actually believe and are Baptized, and therefore 
are ſaved by their own Faith, and not by the profeſſion or Faith of any other. (3.) 
It evidently ſhews, that Bapriſm hath not the ſame degree of Neceſſity with Fait 
- anto Salvation; For it is added, He that believeth not ſhall be damned. But it is not 
id, He that is not Baptized ſhall be damned. Clearly intimating, that it is the 
avant of Faith, but not the want of Baptiſm, that inferreth Damnation. (4.) Nei- 
cher is the Efficacy of Baptiſm in order to Salvation the ſame with that of believing. 
For Salvation is not aſcribed to Baptiſm without Faith, but he that believeth and 15 
1 - aptized ſhall be ſaved, On the other hand, Damnation follows upon unbelief, 
1 "Fox whether he be Baptized or not, He that believeth not ſhall be damned. Where- 


fore if it will not d him, I ſhall account this proof of a Piece with his former 
Arguments. 5 
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VI. Of the Conformity of this AuthorsOpi- 
= monviththe Popiſh Doctrine of Baptiſm. 
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| F T ER the publiſhing of this Pamphlet for the neceſſity of Baptiſm, the 
Author put forth a ſecond Paper, called, A Specimen of the Method the 
Presbyterians take to Anſwer all Arguments againft their Errors, wherein 
he is hi hly diſpleaſed, that the Doctrine he had aſſerted, fliould be cal 
led Popiſh, He dens the Charge as a moſt injurious Calumny, and ſays F. 2. The 
Micripreſented Author challangsth all the Freahyterian Preachers in the Kingdom by 
1 7 8 5 | 8 reco..cile 


| | 2-3 | 
reconcile any thing aſſerted by him in 1905 Paper, with the Popiſh Doctrine of the neceſ 
fity of Baptiſm to ee unleſs they alſo conclude all the Texts of the New Teſta- 
ment relating to the Obligation of that Sacred Rite to be Popifh. == 
[ have ſhewed already that there is no Countenance given to his Opinion, in the 
Texts of the New Teſtament, which he adduced. And I think it will be no difficult 
Task to reconcile him to the Church of Rome in this Matter; If I ſhall evince, That 
| his Pofitions are the ſame, with what the Papiſts aſſert againſt the Reformed; That 
he employs the ſame Arguments and gloſſes on Scripture for confirming his Opinion, 
which the Papiſts make uſe of for theirs > And that his Opinion is rejected, and the 
contrary Doctrine maintained o the Generality of all Reformed Divines in Oppo- 
ſit ion to the Errors of Rome. If theſe things be made good, our Author will be ſafe 
from the Thunder-bolts of the Vatican, nor can the Curſes of the Council of Trent 
reach him in this point. | | 
Firft, That his Aſertions are the ſame with the Papiſts, will appear if we ſhall 
compare them together. The two chief points that our Author maintains concern- 
ing Baptiſm, are its Efficacy, as the means of confers the Grace of Regeneration 
and Juſtification, and its Neceſlity to Salvation, Which flows from the former. Now 
to ſhew, that the {ame Tenets are determined by the Council of Trent againſt the 
Proteſtants, and maintained by the Popiſh Poctors againſt Zwinglins, Calvine, Bucer, 
Bullinger, and other Reformed Divines, I ſhall place them in a paralel. 


7 * | 8 "_ 
As to the Efficacy of Baptiſm. 


| Pamphͤlet. 5 | Papiſts. 
He Author of the Pamphlet P. 7. The g nod. Trid. gels. 5. Canon. 5. Si quis 
Holy Spirit is conferred in Bap- per JeſuChrifti Domini Naſtri gratiam, 
| | gue in Baptiſmate confertur, reatum Or igi- 
| nalis 228 remitti negat, Anathema . 
P. 8. Our B. Saviour (Joh. 3. 5.) places Seſs. 6. Cap. 4. Que guidem Tran/latio 
Baptiſm firſt in order before the Spirit, L ftatum gratiæ ] poſt Evangelium pre- 
plainly inſinuating that he hath not only ulgatum, ſine lavacro Regenerationis aut 
made both neceſſary to all that will enter es voto eri non poteſt. Sicut Scriptum 
into the Kingdom of God, but made it % nift quis renatus fuerit, &c. 
likwile the Property of Baptiſm to con- Seſs. 7. De Sacramentis in genere Canon. 
fer the Spirit. 5 6. Ss gu, dixerit Sacramenta nove legis non 
| continere gratiam, quam ſignificant, aut 
gratiam ſuam, nom ponentibus obicem, non 
| conferre, Anathema ſit, | 
P. 11, That that the Sacred Rite of Bellarmin. Tom. 3. de Sacramentis lib.z. 
Baptiſm is the only ordinary means of Cap. 2, Aſſerit, Sacramenta efſe veras &. 
 Remillion. | immediates caiſus Juſtiſicationis. Et Cap. 
3. Elſe veras cauſas ſuſtru mentales gratia. 
Bellarm. de Baptiſmo. Cap. 4. Non eft 
Sigtltum ut Calvinus ſomniat, acceptæ grati | | 
Jed eſt [nStrumentum conferens gratiam, 27 2 
| 5 ſiguum gi atia que t unc datuir. I 
P. 10. That the Spirit is conferred in Ibid. Qi autem fingunt aliud Remedr 
Baptiſm, and there is no other ordinary uin preter g4gptiſmum, apertifeme pugnamt 
Mcaus of conferring him. b cum Evang lio, Conciliis, &cc. 5 462 
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400 be abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation, yet they allow of ſome excepted Caſes; as 


| »  Pamphlet. 0 | ) | Papiſts. 

F; 12. The Children of Chriſtian Pa- Ibid. Tunc enim incipimus eſſe filii 
rents are not in a Salvable Condition u- Abrahæ cum incipi mus eſſe fideles, quod 
pon the ordinary revealed Goſpel Terms parvuli non faciunt niſi cum baptizan- 
of Salvation, as long as they are 22 tur, its enim bapt ixari eft credere, — cum 
tized. For its * they be incipimus eſſe ſilii Chriſti, id autem certum 
made Chriſtians, which they are not until e, non fieri niſi per Baptiſmum. 
they be Baptiſed in the Name of Chriſt, | 


= Pamphl et. Papiſts 
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Pe: 15. The Doctrine of the Non-ne- STvod. Trid:Sefk.y. de Biptiſmo Can. 5. 


Si quis dixerit Baptiſmum eſſe libe- 
| rum, hoc est non neceſſurium ad falutem, 
| : Anathema ſit. * - Dry os 
P. 10. Baptiſm Miniſtred in the out- Bellarm. Tom. 3. de Baptiſmo, Lib. 1. 
ward Symbol, is moſt neceſſary to all who Cap. 4. Nulla eſt Queſtio guin Bapt iſmus 
are or will be ſaved upon the ordinary fit neceſſarius ad ſalufem, ex Divinochriſti 


ceſſity of Baptiſm to Salvation is a 
groſs Error. | | 


Goſpel Terms of Salvation. ' mandate. Sea controverfia oft; an fit neceſ- 
- os ſarius ut medium ad ſalutem, ita ut fi quis 
. 0 non Baptizetur pereat, etiam i forte excuſe . 


3 tur u Prævaricatione precepts ob ignoran-- 
| 25 . . "Hy: tiam. . ; | 
P. 13. Baptiſm is ſo neceſſary to Salva- Gregor. de Valentia Comment. Tom. 4. 
tion upon the ordinary revealed Goſpel Dilp. 4. Queſt. 3. Puna. 4. Parvulis ita 


Terms, that no Unbaptized perſon is Bapt iſmus re ipſa neceſſarius eft ad ſalutem, 
 Taved, but in am 


traordinary and un- ut Secundum legem ordinariam, nequeant 
covenanted mannef. A - fine Baptiſmo aquæ Salutem conſegui, ext 
. | | cepto unico caſu. Si. Ui, interficerentur 
r pro Chriſto. e WE 
So far as Ican judge from this paralel, one Egg is not more like to another, than 
Hur Authors Opinion is to that of Papiſts. It is true in his Specimen &c. P. 1. he 
would fain perſwade us that he doth'not maintain the abſolute-neceſlity of Baptiſm, 
and that therefore his Doctrine is not Popiſn. For ( ſays he) The popiſh Doctrine is 
chat no unbaptized Perſon is Saved any manner of may. But the Author of that Paper 
ſays only That unbaptized Perſons are not Saved on the ordinary Covenanted Goſpel 
erms.of Salvation. Fi. 755 „ | 
But if I may uſe his own Words) he will not eſcape by this iſtinction. For (1.) 
However darkly he propoſe his Opinion; 4 after the Example of the Jeluite Gregory 
de Valentia, as we heard before, he muſt maintain a Neceſſity of Baptiſm equiva- 
lent to an abſolute Neceſſity, unleſs he can evince, that the Boundleſs Mercy of 


God doth indeed ſave ſome, on other Terms, than what are revealed and contained 
in the Covenant of Grace. But that any are ſaved in an Unrevealed and Uncoye- 


nanted manner, he hath not: yet proven. (2.) When he ſays, the Popiſh Doctrine 
is, That no Unbaptized Perſon is ſaved any manner of way, I doubt much if he hath 
conſidered the Popiſh Doctrine in this Article. For however they plead for Baptiſm 
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that Unbaptized Perſons ay be ſaved, atd tlie 'Defe& of Baptiſm ſup lyed bo; | 


the Deſire or Wiſh of it, by Martyrdom and, by true Converſion.  Sy9ds Trid, Sefſ. 
6. Cap. 4. Oue quidem Tranſlatio ¶ in Rathm gratis] fine Lavacro Regeneration, „ 
aut ejus Vote, fieri non pot eſt. And Bellarm. ae Bapt iſmo, Cap. 6. Baptiſmus aguæ 
fuppleri poteft per Martyrium. And again, At, fine” dubio, credendum eſt, veram 
Converſionem ſupplere Baptiſmum aq u. Now, when none o heſe Caſes and Limitä- 
tions are mentioned by our Author, he would ſeem to maintain a more abſolute Ne- 
ceſſity of Baptiſm, than the Papiſts do. ( 3.) With reſpect to the Adult, I obſerv- 
ed before, Chap. 3. that he ſcrews up the Efficacy and Neceſſity of Baptiſm higher 
than the Papiſts do. For, P. 8. he ſays, That Baptiſm is firſt in Order before the 
Spirit, and that it is the Property of Baptiſm to-confer the Spirit: Whereby he makes 
aptilm to preceed our Regeneration or New Birth. "Whereas Bellar mine ( às we 
ſhewed) grants, That, previous to Baptiſm in the Adult, there 15 required actual 
Faith and Converſion unto God, which J hope our Author will not deny to be Fruits 
of the Spirit of Regeneration. In P. 10. and 11. he thinks the Inſtance of St. Paul 
(recorded Chap. 9. and 22. of the Acts, Ariſe and'be-Baptized, and waſh away thy 
Sins, * ſo clear a Proof of Baptiſm's being the only Means of *Remiſlion of Sins, 
that they muſt be unaccountably Blind an Frejudicated, who will not be convin- 
ced by it. Does not this very Inftance (ſays he) — he w, that the Goſpel con- 
cludes all Men under Sin, and therefore in a periſping Condition, (even tho they do re- 
ent and forſa be their Sins, ) until they are waſhed in this Laver? But, as to this very 
france, Bellarmine is much more modeſt, in granting, that the Apoſtle Paul wa 
upon his Converſion and Repentance, inwardly wafhed from his Sins before Baptiſm, 
204 that his Baptiſm was a Viſible Sign of that Inviſible Grace. Tom. z. de Paniten- 
ria, Lib. 2. Cap. 14. Denigue & illud dici poteſt, debuiſſe Paulum, jam intus lotum 
inv iſibiliter, lavari etiam eæterius viſibiliter, ut nou ſalum 3 etiam gratiæ 
ſignum haberet: Ut ſenſus fit eorum verborum, ablue peccata tua, i. e. Ablutionis 
Sacrament um accipe. „ a nt a | 
Secondly, As our Author expreſſeth his Opinion in the fame Poſitions, ſo he em- 
ploys the tame Arguments and Gloſſes on Scripture, which Papiſts uſe for confirming 
their Doctrine. His Argument from Joh. 3. 5. is the only Scripture Argument that 
Bellarmine adduceth for the Neceſſity of Baptiſm, de Bapriſmo, Cap. 4. But Bellar- 
mine hath that, and moſt of all his other Arguments, de Sacraments in genere, Lib: 
2: Cap: 3: in his firſt Claſs of Arguments, where he alledgeth Eight Teſtimonies 
of Scripture. So our Authors 1#: Proof from Tit: 3: 5: is in Bettarmines 7th: Teſti- 
mony. His 24: from Joh: z. 5: is in Bell armines 34: Teſtimony. His next from 
Act, 22: 16: is in: Bellar mines 4th; Teſtimony. His laſt from 1 Pet: 3. 20: is in 
Bellar mines 8th: Teſtimony; _ | „ 
Thirdly, That it may be yet further evident, how reconcilable his Opinion i 
with the Popiſh Doctrine, I crave he may reconeile it with the common receive 
Doctrine of Reformed Divines: And ſhew, either from their Confeſſions, or other 
Writings, that they attribute to Baptiſm a Vertue or Property of conferring the 
Spirit, and Remiſſion of Sins, as the oy Means thereof; Or, that they make the 
Divine Grace of Regeneration and Juſtification dependent upon Bapriſm, as if it 
were tyed to that Sacrament : Or, that they aſcribe any other Vertue and Efficacy 
to Baptiſm than what is Moral and Objective in Repreſenting and Signing the 
Promiſes, Confirming of Faith, and Exbibiting or Applying the promiied Bene- 
fits of the Covenant unto Believers, by way of a Sign and Seal, which ſtill ſuppo- 
ſeth Grace already conferred on theſe, in Whom this Sacrament hath'its due Opera- 
tion and Effect: Or, that they maintam ſuch a Neceſtiry of Baptiſm, that no Un- 
baptized Perſon is ſaded on the Won Covenanted Terms of Salvation. 3 
: * FE ; | . bh F 2 i | | g me 
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is Cauſe, they'll-be found to give Evi- 
enc4 | pinion, | I.Jhall 1 15 Yb e Fe 
in with the Heluetian Divines, amongſt whom Zuinglius appeared as early in the 
* r e 15 ) . 0 
_ _Conſefio Helvetica, (in Sntagm. Confeſionum, Pag: mihi 45.) Gratiam & res ſig- 
niicatis, fignts non ; e el udi, nog Ty And, P. 46: Deus purgat a 225 
ca, Sr. . Obſignantur has emnia Baptiſmo. . 
Auinglist, the fixſt and chief Inſtrument of the Reformation in Zurich, on Matt. 
Cap: 23: P: 125: Signa enim externa non jnſtificant, ut quidam perhibent, ſed Fuſtiſi- 
cat ionis per idem admonent, & ad vitæ innocent iam excitant. — Baptiſmus non facit 
notias homines, ſed ad manet nos ut tales fimm, aut ſaltem tales evadere tudeamus, 
3 Adem in uam Cap; 3: 5: Niſi quis renatus, &c. Per aguam autem hic non ele men- 
talem intelligit, — ſed Verbum Dei, Aquam Cæleſtem, i: e: Spiritus Sancti Iluſtratia- 
nem. % 1 71 | 2 5 
Henry Bullinger, Succeſſor to Zuinglius at Zurich, Comment: in Act: 8.37. 2 
ox ex toto corde licet.] Ergo ex fide eft peccatorum re miſſio, non per Baptiſmum, =. 
Null enim reput amus Mulierum & Obftetricum Baptiſma, propterea quod ex Super- 
Ritione adminiſtretur, & non juſto ordiue, credunt enim ag uæ heneſicio Puerts Saluters 
obventre. — Allud hoc loco adjecerim Baptiſmo, & in Script uris & in Pat ribus Vetuſtis, 
rribus peccatorum remiſſam, caterum per Alleofim Sacramentariam, gua ſigno tributmns, 
guod revera ſignati eſt, &c. | 5 1 ? 1 
Idem in 1 Corinth: Cap: 7: V: 17: Quod Filii qui naſcuntur ex Parente Nomen Do- 
mini inuocante, Sancti & in Fædere Dei ſunt, proinde & . J ey EE 
Peter Martyr, an Italian by Birth, whoupiter nah left Oxford, whither he had 
been called in the Reign of Edward 6th: was ſettled Profeſſor of Divinity at Zurich, 
Comment: ad Rom: g. Page 124: Turc ainnt { Scolaſtici ] Sacraments Evangelica 
eonferre gratiam; Atqui hoc nihil aliud eſt, quam Creaturis tribuere cauſas naſtræ 
ſalutis, noſque nimium obligare 8 2 E ementis hujus Mundi. Hoc fixum G- 
conſt it ut um maneat opportet, nihil Sacramentis plus concedendum eſſe, quod ad Salut em 
faciat, quam V erbo Be. e Ce dee e, e 
id: ad Cap: G: P: 220: Neque iſta duo nobis fig offeruntur in Baptiſmo, quaſi ea au- 
te Bapt iſmum null modo habeamus, Negare enim non poteſt Adultos, credentes Juſt ifi- 
cat ionem, babere etiam antequam. Haptixantur. — Negue Paruulos Baptixare mus, ni- 
jam eos ad Eccleſiam & ad Chriſtum arbitraremur pertinere, — Ohſignat ur etiam no- 
bu us ad Vitam eAfiternam. — Neque vero pars iſta, Jus ad itam eternam, ita ac- 
cipienda eſt, quaſi excludenas ſunt e Regno Cœlorum, qui non fuerint Baptixati. Si e- 
nim crediderint, & per eos non ſteterit, quo minus Baptizarentur, non eſt ambigendum 
de corum Salute, Joan: G. 47: Marc: 16. 16; Quibus verbis inuit, Baptiſmum non ita 
1 gum Fidelis abſque eo ſervari palit, modo ne intercedat Contemptus & 
ohedient ia. E : . 3 
That it may appear, that this Doctrine hath been hitherto retained in Zurich, I 
ſhall adduce one A Divine more. The late learned Heidegger handles this 
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| 2 Dixinecſhall, be cited Sani fe 


e againſt, our Authors 


Subject at lar e, Tamul Concil. Trid, ad Seſs, Queſt. 4. P. 223, Cc. And in hig 
Myiter. Babalonis Magna Tom. 1. P. 184. But I Thall only cite his Medulla Thęologæ 
Chriftiane, Loc: 25; Theſe 19.“ Benclicia ills Evangelli Baptiſmus non ut cauſa 
* virtyte vel inh#rente, vel alliſt ente, efficit, ſed ut Hgiltum obſignat. — Baptiſmus 
„ Unionis & Communionis cum Chriſto ſigillum eſt. Impoſiibile autem eſt, ur 
* idemimyl caula rei & ſigillum fit; quia Iſl yew pravegir, hoc, Tequitur.. Neque 


* plane Baptilmus rem, quam obſignat, operatur ulla virtute, five inhærente, quia * 


= nulla res corporea Spirutualem virtuie.inberente operatur , ſive alliſtenre, quia 
+ Deus gratiam uam nulli Elements rslignavit. Neque etiam Doctiliimorum vi- 
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| | C. 25 ) ks Es 
& rornm, qui Baptiſmum & reliqua Sacramenta cum - Miraculorum fignis eonten: 
& dentes, Deum ordinariz ee eodem tempore, quo eam per ſigna repreſen- 
& tant, conferre aſſerunt, Opinio placere poteſt, quia & Sacramentorum Effecaci- 
am in majus extollit, & Conſolationem piorum minuit, & Elementorum Religionem 
auget, & non nihilSaperſtitioni pontificiz concedit. The. 26. De Baptiſmi ne- 
ceſſitate ſic ſobrie loquendum & pie credendum eff, ne vel Creaturæ accepta ſalus 
referatur, quæ ſoli Creatori accepta referenda eſt; vel ordo a Deo conftitutus 
vel Eangelii voluntas perturbetur. — Et velle Deum etiam ſalvare eos, qui fine 
culpa ſua Baptiſmo privantur, tum natura Baptiſmi, qui ſoli mandato Dei poſiti- 
vo innititur, nec per ſe ad Imaginem Dei pertinet; nec inter media ſalutis, ſine 
quibus Homo non Salvatur, Rom. 8. 29, 30. Numeratur. — Tum Indoles omnium 
“ Ceremoniarum, quæ nullæ abſolute neceſſarige ſunt: Tum Infantum dCanlicor 
c conditio & Priviledgium, utpote qui & fœderati jam ſunt, & Sancti, & promiſ- 
c ſſionis fidei & reſipiſcentiæ participes eſſe, & Chriſtum Redemptorem & 2 | 
rem habere poſſunt. — Tum denique Baptiſmi effectus, qui non proprie Salus, ſed - | 
4 er lætitiæ & tranquilitatis major quidam gradus eſt, potenter de- 
monurat. : | ' ) Sic ; 
Our Authors Opinion in- all the parts of it, is ſo plainly contradicted in theſe 
' Teſtimonies, that they need no Comments, | - 
In the next place I ſhall mention-two of the Doctors of Divinity in Baſil: The firft 
Amandus Polanus Syntag. Thealogie Lib. 6. Cap:'55. P. g95. Where he is fo far from 
ſuppoſing that Men are not Chriſtians until voy be Baptized, that he makes an In- 
tereſt in the Covenant of Grace, the ground of Baptiſm. - Sol; illi Baptix andi ſunt 
gti in fœdere gratie cenſentur. — Aqua ablumtur etiam infideles, ſed Sanguine © 
Spiritu Chriſti, tantum fideles, Ergo non omnes qui Baptixantur accipiunt Remiſſto- 
nem Peccatprum & Regenerantur, ſed tantum credentes. He. placeth the Efficacy 
of Baptiſm in Signifying. and Sealling. Fines Baptiſmi, 1. ut Nobis fit obſignat io 
ſu ſrept ionis in fœdus grat ia, — 2. Ut per ablutionem externam ſignificet ſeu repreſentet, 
Conſirmet, & præbeat Sacramentaliter internam Mundat inem animarum. And as 
to the neceſſity of Baptifm, P. 897. Iufant ibus neceſſarius eft Baptiſmug nom ſimplici- 
ter ad inviſibilem, ſed ſecundum quid, ad viſibilem inſitionem ipſorum in Chritum 
E corpus Ecclefie, &c. Vid. Lib. 6. Cap. 49. ME „ 
The Second is Doctor John Mollebius Compend. Theol. Chriſtianiæ, Lib. 1. Cap. 
22. Theſ. 21. Effecta Sacramentorum non ſunt Fuſtiſicatio aut Santtificatis, tanguam 
ex opere operato: Sed utriuſque beneficu eonſir matio & ohſignatio. — Loca autem BY 
Scrip. guibus de Sacraments talia predicantur, ut ſupra oftenſum eft, per Sacramenta- 
lem metenymiam ſunt exponenda, Ibid. Cap. 23. Theſ. 20. Neceſſar ius eft Baptiſmus 
non abſolute, ſed ex Chriſti præcepto: Nec talts fings poteſt neceſſit as, propter quam In- 
fantes aut ab alio quam a Ministro Baptiſmari, aut fi fine Baptiſmo decedant, beato- | 
rum numero excluds debeant, | 2 3 8 
Unto theſe Doctors of Baſil, I ſhall add two Eminent Divines of Bern: Walfaugns- © 
Muſculus Loc. Com: P. 284, Confutes our Authors Opinion of Baptiſm“s . 52 5 | 
the only Means of the Remiſſion of Sins, and of applying the Merit of Chriſts Blood 
for that effect, as the. falſe Doctrine of the Popiſh School- Men. Mullis tamen 
Script uris probant, Sacramenta medium efſe par guod confertur Peccatorum Re miſſto. 
Nos dero Simpliciter medium conferendi illam, dicimus efſe verbum gratie- per quod? 
' Remiſjo anunciat ur, le fiat in genere ac publica, ſrve ſpecialiter ac priuntim. Fide- 
tur quidem Re miſſio Peccatorum tribui Baptiſmati, Ats 2. 38. & 22. 16. Ferum diſtin- 
guendum eſt inter realem gratiæ hujus & Sacramentalem Collat ionem. Realis at, que - 
per internam grat iam, Saeramentalis, J l figno externo confertur. 
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Thetiſn axe not always confereed in d very moment wherein Baptiſm is Admini- 
"red, Per ficiunt ur autem ifta, pro vol untate Spiritus Chriſti, aut ant e, aut poſt Baptiſ- mum, 
© ain ipſs Baptizan di actu, ne quis ſpiritum externo ſic put it alligatum eſſe Sacramento, 


"ts Cratiam, vel mquorumus Baptizatorum cordibus, vel ſemper in ipſo actu Bap- 
: _ Spuriryaliter 8 elficaciter operetur. And of the Neceſſity of Baptiſm he 
5. 335. Er have ob cauſam non nhlli patres, equorum numero eft &. Auguſtinu s, 
Fifant es fine Baptiſmo ex hac vita abreptos Con: emnationi ſubjecerunt, quaſi nulla ra- 
. Fiend niſi ſolius Baptiſmatis Gratie Chriſti participes efſe queant Infautes, — Verum 
id ad modum oxanes & tHe N.; 
modo privari gexinde h unt atgut gratia ipſa privari. 55 
And Benedictus 2 is ſo far from owning our Authors Opinion, in attribut- 
ing unto Baptiſm the Vertue and my of conferring the Spirit and Remiſſion 
of Sins; that, on the contrary, he affirms, there is no neceſſary Connexion betwixt 
- the Divine Grace and the Outward Symbols. Com: in Acta Apoft: Cap: 10: V: 24: 


 cefſaria. Jequela ; Sed dantur interdum ante Baptiſmum, alias in Baptiſmo, alias poit 
Baptiſmum, quendoque nunquam, ut impii baptizantir.quidem, ſed dona gratie divi- 
ng non ſent unt. Interim maximum habet uſum Baptiſm, nam confir mat & objignat 
Jaibatos jam grius: Deinde Eccleſic externe incorporat, &c. I. 47: — Docet ſig- 
nis nen alligari Dei gratiam neceſſario, quin fine his ſua largiatur dona. — Confutantur 
Hie qui ſignis grat iam 5 ooh dem in Marc: Cap: 1: Ego baptizari vos aqua, Cc. 
Hic diftinguit inter Min {an 
neceſſitate aliqua. Cæterum guod alihi Apoſtolus Baptiſmum vocat Lavacrum Kegene- 
i rat ionis, Cc. non eo facit it Miniſtri ex ſe eee peftent, aut ulla fit neceſſuria co- 
— pula inter Minifterium & Dona interna; ſed organa elſe per anæ Deus operetur ſecun- 
| dum bepeplacitum. — Itagus reipſa ums & idem oft Baptiſmus | Joannis & Chriſti} 
3 arma tamen duplex eſt: Externus enim alius eſt, qui ſolum impiis contingit + Alins In- 
= | ternus, qui cum Externo, aut fire eo, etiam bonis confertur. 3 Rs 
Wpbercas ur Author denyes the Children of Believers to be Chriſtians, or in a 
_ *SalvableCoudition,before they be Baptized: Aretius owns them to be Heirs of the 


: LEW Kingdom, and makes their Intereſt in Chriſt the Ground of Adminiſtrating Baptiſm 


_eFterna, que eſt ultimum bonum, Infantibus neganda non et; Ergo, Cc. | 
The ſame Doctrine was, received with the Reformation, and retained ever ſince in 
| ; the Church of Geneve, The Judgment of the great Calvin will not be queſtioned in 
E 5 this Matter, baying ſo plainly declared it in ſeveral of his Writings. See his Ati 


i | cut; Lib; 4 Cap: 15: F 20: Quantum dam mvexerit dogma itlud male ex- 
paſit um, Baptiſm de neceitate falutis, pauci animaduertuat, — & 22. Sed banc 
* controverſiam | ſcil; de B. | TT 
| ; principium:; Non arceri 4 Regno Cœlorum Infantes, quos & prejenti vita nigrare con- 
4 euzes anteguam aqua mergi datum fuerit. Atqui jam viſum eſt, fieri non Rem inju- 


* 


1 
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"Bil entry non gud Effieaciam D1i Promiunt ; quit fe an9ulide canjerat, ſel een 
Auntaxat nobis tonfurmet. - Dude ſequitur gon ide buptixuri Fdelium Libe ros, ut F;- 


—_ 4 recipi.in Eerleſain, quid proinifients hi neſcio jan ante ad Chriſt: Corpus pertine- 


A banc invifibilem Regenerationss, Ablut ionis, Initiutionis, Sanctiſicationis & Obſignati- 
incondeniens gratiæ Chriſti; quod Baptiſmate quovis 


Sie Baptiſmas inſt it ut us et a Chriſto, interim huic non ſunt alligata dona ſpiritualia ne- 


erium externum, & Dona mterna, quod illa non conne xa ſint 


untò them. Com: in Mat: Cap: 49: P: 170: lnfantes ad Chriftum pertinent, & ipſe ad 
2 ꝗ50s: Ergo ad Infantes pertinet etiam Chi iſtianiſmi Teſſera, guæ eſt Baptiſm, 1 


dot: adConcil;Tria:Sef6: and on Joh: 3: 5: and elfewherse. I hall omy adduce a Paſo 
DE go or 2709 out of his 1ni#irurions, which are incompatible with our Authors Opi- 
nion. Inti 
e Baptiſmo a piii uat is miniſtrato | mox null negot io dirimet hoc 


. - Fiaxs Dei deri, nil in eo aim, ac fi per je ini num ellet, quum eſucegectus 
FH ene Hapt iſino neque ab ils act elllon bus pendeats Accu dit pojtea Sacrament wm Si- 


li Dei tune primum fiant, qu ante alieni futrint ab Eecleſia, fed ſolenni pot ius 752 


W 
. „„ OI | 
The Venerable and Learned Theodore Bexa defends the ſame as the Doctrine of 
that Church; Tract. Theol. de Cæna Domini contra Foachimum Meſtphalum, P. 255. 
< Interea noſtram Salutem, a Baptiſmi Sacramento pendere non putamus; ſed + no- 
.< fira Adoptione, ex Formula Fœderis, erò Deus tuus & Seminis tui. Opinionem 
„ prorſus falſum arbitramur de abſoluta Baptiſmi neceſſitate ad Salurem: Quum & 
4 contrario prius oporteat Adoptatum eſſe a Deo, quam aliquis rite baptizari poſſit. 
Ibid: Abſterſio 9 Tilemanni Helhuſii, P: 333; © Dieimus enim opor- 
cc tere nos in Fœdere comprehendi, at proinde ad Chriſtum pertinere, priuſquam 
_ < baptizemur : Neque gratiam Adoptionis a Baptiſmo inchoamus, ſed per eum po- 
Ce tjus dicimus illam in nobis obſignari: Sic jubetur Paulus Baptiſmo abluerepeccata 
* ſua, quorum tamen veniam jam erat conſecutus. — Neque enim Baptiſmi efficaci- 
am ad illud temporis momentum reſtringimus quo exhibetur, ſed illum pro bona 
Dei voluntate ſcimus fructum bonum edere. — Quod de caſu neceſſitatis refers 
c vix digaum putarem refutatione, niſi error ille nimium eſſet inveteratus. Sed j 
“ abfit ut a Cœlo arceamus, qui nulla {ua culpa, prius ad Dominum migrant, quam 
Baptizari potuerint, quum alioqui ad Dei Fœdus pertineant, cc. 
Frederic Spanhei m P : while at Geneve, taught alſo the ſame Doctrine, Swmrag: - 
Diſp: de Baptiſniv, P: 352: © Neceſlitas non abſoluta nec medii, ſed hypothetica & 
« præcepti tantum, — adeo ut non privatio, ſed contemptus damnet. P. 353: 
15 Eipiadbaus — i: Qui ſatagunt Baptiſmum & Baptizatis omnibus conferre grati- 
c am, & ex opere operato, non obftante, Num. obice peccati mortalis. 2. Qui' rem 
* Baptiſmi figno vel includunt, vel affingunt. 3. Qui Baptiſmum abſolute neceſſari- 
„ am-arbirrantur. 7 ; IEG | 
Francis Turxetin, à late Divine of Geneve, hath largely treated on this Subject. 
I ſhall only cite ſome few Faſſages, that are plainly contradictory to our — weak 
Opinion, Theol: Elenct: Loc: 19: gat: 8: de Efficacia Sacramentorum, Theſ: 8: Sa- 
eramenta non poſſunt operari, xec inſita ſibi vi conferre, quod ſecundum inſtit ut ionem 
Dev in ſubjecto preſuppounnt aut pr e-exigunt, qualis eſt gratia Fuſtiſicat ionis & Regene - 
rationis. Here he makes the New Birth and Remiſſion of Sins antecedent to the Sa- 
craments: And he maintains againſt the Papiſts, that the ſimple Privation of Baptiſm 
doth not infer the Guilt of Eternal Puniſhment, and Excluſion from the Kingdom 
of Heaven. Ibid: Loc: 19: Queſt: 12: Theſ: 6: Primo, Quia fine Baptiſmo non tones ſer- 
' Dantur, & cum Baptiſmo plures pereunt. Theſ: 7: Secundo, Si daretur abſolnta Bap 
tiſini neceſtias, Dei gratia alligata eſſet Sacramentis, Theſ. 10: Quinto, Quia illi cg 
ęquos partinet res ſiguiſicat a Bapt iſmi, Nin. Promiffiones Dei Bapt iſnum, non 
poſſunt excludi a Regus Cœlor um propter Privat ionem Signi. At ad Injantes Fideliam 
. pertinent Promiſtones ex Act: 2: 38: Ergo. EE % = 
We may now conſult ſome of the Cermane Divines; I. ſhall begin with Martin \ 
Bucer, whoſs Fame, for Learning and Zeal in the Work of Reformation, procured 
him a Call from Strasbourg t0 the Profeition of Divinity in Cambriage, Comm. in 
Joa. Cap: 3: V: 5: © Per Aquam hic libehter Baptifmum cum Chryſoftomo intel- 
*& ligo: Non quod externa Lotio per ſe neceſſar ia ht ad Salutem. — Mos Scripture 
&« eit, ut Sycabolis tribuat, quæ dymbolis repreſentantur & exhibentur. Flinc A- 
& nam dicebat Faule, lurge, baptizare & ablue peccata tua, Ac; 22 16. Quum 
jam ante à peccatis effect ide purgatus. — Proinde quod Chriſtus hie dixit, niſt 
- © qais renatus fuerit, ex Aqua &, Spikitu, &c. Sic intelligo, niſt quis Ablutionem 
© Percatorum verumque Spiritum percipiat, & ita in meu Gregem vecipiatur, 


„quod ordinavi Baptitmo iteri, non poterit Deum vere cognoſeere, & Juſtitis Gus, _ - 


„ Gaudn & Patis in Spiritu Sancto, IO Regnum Dei ſitum eit, fleri particeps; . 
id enim eſt ingredi in Regnum Dei. 


4 Baptiſmum ad Salutem per ſe neceſſarium eiſe, adeo ut neue fine e afk polis 


63 


eque vero ex hac expofitione ſequitur, Aque = 
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3 (28) EE | 5 
& contra id quod Dominus dixit, Marci ultima, Qui non crediderit condemnabi- 
ce tur, omittens it In Quum antea dixifſet, Qui crediderit & baptizatus fue- 


< rit, ſalvabitur. Dominus enim ſpectavit hic quod habet publicum inſtitutum ſu- 
© um, quod nemo piorum volens præteribit: Aquæ vero his non plus Salutem affixit, 
vc quam Paulus & . key dam per Lavacrum Aquæ nos ſalvos factos, affirmant. 
Spiritu eſt tota Regeneratio, eum qui habuerit, etiamſi Aquæ Baptiſmum. non 
< perceperit, nova nihilominus in Domino Creatura eſt & Civis Regni Pei; Unde 
1 ke hic Dominus in ſequentibus tantum de Spiritu, omiſſa Aqua, verba facit. Vid. 
etiam in Matt: Cap: 3: V: 10. | 3 a a 
Zacharias Urſinus, Author of the famous Catechiſm of Feidelberg, and Profeſſor of 
Divinty in that Univerſity. © Scholaſticarum Exercitationum, Tb. 2. Theſ. Theol. de 
Sacramentis, Theſ. 16. Differunt a ver bo Sacramenta, quod illud fermone, hæc geſtibus 
< ſignificant Dei erga nos voluntatem. Illo fides & inchoatur & confirmatur, his con- 
* firmatur tantum inchoata. Illud etiam fine Sacramentis docet & confirmat, hæc au- 
tem non ſine verbo, ſine illius cognitione adulti non ſervantur, ſine Sacramento- 


 < rum uſu autem, fi ex contempta omiſſus non fuerit, & renaſci homines & ſervari 


ii poſſunt. Illud etiam incredulis & impiis predicandum eſt, ad hæc eos tantum 
a dmittere debet Eccleſia, quos Deus pro membris Eccleſiæ nos habere jubet. 
De Baptiſmo, Thel. 17, , Neque autem omnes, qui Baptizantur aqua, five Infan- 
& kes, five adulti, gratiæ Chriſti hunt participes, Libera enim eſt Æterna Dei Electio, 
& & ad Regnum Dei vocatio. ; 3 3 
Theſ. 18. © Neq; etiam quicunq; non Baptizantur aqua, a gratia Chriſti exclu- 


© Juntur, non enim privatio, ſed contemptus Baptiſmi, ex. fœdere Dei cum fideti- 


bus & eorum liberis inito, excludit. 3 : 
| * Zanchius, an Italian by Birtli, was alſo profeſſor of Divinity at Hei- 


' gelberg, whoſe Judicious and Learned Works do tilt praiſe him in the Churches. He 


th written a large Treatiſe of Baptiſm. I ſhall only excerp a few of the many 
— he hath © the preſent — Com m. in Epiſt. ad Eph. Digreſſione de 
Baptiſmo Cap. 3.$ 19. Cæterum multos etiam ſine Baptiſmo aquæ, ( modo abſit 
contemptus, & omnis negligentia) ſervatos fuiſſe, ſervarique poſſe extra Contro- 
c vexſiam eſt apud eruditos & pios viros. Cap 6. de neceffitate Baptiſmi, S. 5, © Ne- 
ceſſarius eſt Infanti ad hoc, ut viſibili inſitione inſeratur in Chriſtum & in Cor- 
e pus Eccleſiæ: Non autem ſimpliciter ad ſalutem, Inviſibilemq; Incorporationem: 
& Quaſi fine lavacro aquæ Chriſti Membrum eſſe non poflit, & ſervari. $. 6. Hoc 
<« {upra demonſtratum eſt inde, quia filii noſtri ſunt in fœdere, non minus quam 
< erant filii Iſraelitarum, atqz, illi etiam ſine Circumciſione ſervabantur, ut quando 
© moriebantur ante Octavum diem. Ergo neqʒ noſtri propterea damnandi ſunt, 

quia cum non patuerint Baptizari, moriuntur ſine Baptiſmo aquæ. 
David Pareus, a Doctor of Heidelberg,who employed is Labours in ſearehing and 
Interpreting the Holy Scriptures. In his Adverſaria in Joh. 3. 5. Aqua & Spiri- 
4 tus idem ſunt, ſicut ignis & Spiritus. — Auguſtinus & pleriqui patres de Baptiſmo 
« aquæ intellexerunt; ſed, falya ipſorum Authoritate, diſſentio: Alioqui enim ſe- 


8 £L 


4 queretur privationem Baptiſmi aquæ damnare, cum tamen Chriſtus non dixerit, 


7 qui non Baptizatus fuerit, led tantum, qui non crediderit, damnabitur. — Ob- 
1 ito, Niſi quis ex aqua & Spiritu fuerit genitus, Cc. Ergo recte Papiſtæ, Bap- 
«* tiſmum abſolute efſe neceſfarium ad ſalutem, & ubiquitarii hodiæ : Ante Bap- 
tiſmum Infantes non eſſe in fœdere, Spiritum alligatum eſſe aquz : Aquam & 
«* Spiritum Sanctum cundem pariter habere effectum. Reſp. Negatur antecedens 
© 1oquide Baptiſmo. Probatur 1, Quia Spiritus & aqua ſunt æquipollentia, ut pa- 
Stet ex ver. O. & 8. Cc. N . 


// ® co oo Gi 23 TT 
Adverſaria in Tit: 3.5. © Per lavacrum n — Locutio metony- 
e mica : Tribuitur enim ſigno res 8 aptiſmus eſt lavacrum Regenera= 
*< tjonis, h. e. efficax ſigillum ejus. — Regenerationis effector eſt Spiritus S. non ergo 
< aqua. — Omniam Sacramentorum uſus & finis eſt ſignificare & obſignare gra- 
'«< tiam, Rom. 4. Ergo non ipſa conferunt. — Latro ſeryatus ſine Baptiſmo, Mar- 
< tyres eodum modo. Schmidlinus ergo falſiſſimi contendit, Baptiſmum proprie 
4, eſſe lavacrum Regenerationis, Regenerationis vim affixam annexamq; efle aquæ 
< ut ſine Baptiſmo aquæ 477 13) ing & Jerventur m. = 
Unto.theſe Doctors of Heidelberg, I ſhall add a late Divine of no ſmall Name 
both for Solidity and Moderation, I mean Johannes Ludovicw Fabricius, Oper, F. 
199. de Baptiſmo per Hominem privatum. Cum enim non privatio, ſed contemp- 
© tus Sacramentorum damnet,fi maxime ob ablentiam Miniſtri Eccleſiæ, Infans Bap- 
< tiſmum:recipere non poſſet, palam eſt, id æternæ ipſius ſaluti minime obſtare. E. 
0 172. Fundamentum cur Infantuli Baptizandi ſunt, omnes hoc ponunt, Quia in 
C . 1 po 
The ſame Doctrine is taught by M. Wendelin profeſſor of Divinity in the School of 
Anhalt. Compend. Theol. lib. 1, Cap. 22. Theſ. 14. Non omnes Infantes in ipfo 
„ Baptiſmi externi actu, & per banc cæremoniam externam fide in Chriſtum donan- 
tur & regenerantur. This he proves by ſeven Arguments and Anſwers the 
Popiſh Objections. Theſ. 16. Ita tamen ex hypotheſi voluntatis divinz neceſſarius 
« eſt Baptiſmus, ut non privatio, ſed contemptus ejus nocere poſlit. — Contem 
“ tus autem hic non cadit in Infantes, qui uti ratione n Nec in 
- * adultos eos, —Qui expetunt, Itaq; nec illi nec hi damnandi; ſi àbſq; Baptiſmo ex- 
kr! Pf 5 855 | 
Fa: Piſcator Profeſſor of Divinity at Herborn is of the fame judgment, Comm. in 
Marc: 16, 16, — Et Baptizatus fuerit ] Si Ne habuerit. Secus enim 
non ita preciſe Bapt iſinum ad ſalutem eſſe neceſſarium Patet ex {OR nents 
hic oppoſita, * ubi Baptiſmu omittit ur. Si autem Baptiſm æque ac fides a 22 | 
 requireretur,dicendum fuilſet in antitheſi, gui vero non crediderit, aut non fuerit Baptiz.a- 
tis condemnabitur. Hinc illud axioma in Eccleſia receptum: Nen privat io Baptiſini, 
Jed cont enpt us, damnat, Idem, in Act. 2. 38. In Remiſſonem Peccatorum] id eſt in 
Teftimoninum Remiſſonis Peccatorum ut habeatis,Scil, Teſtimonium Divinum, quod 
Daus vobts remiſerit peccata veſtra,  propter Jejum Chriftum in quem Credits, Mieto- 
nymia ſubjecti. Non autem ad conſeguendum Remiſſionem Peccatorum per hoe medium 
ſfroe Tiſftrumentum ; Quia ſola fides medium ilud ſive Inftrumentum eft quo Remiſ- 
vne m Peccatorum in Evangelio apprehendimusm. e 
If we ſhall take a Specimen of the Dutch Divines, we'l find the ſame Doctrine taught _ 
in all the famous Univerſities in the United Netherlands, For Seiden there needs 
no more Authentick Teſtimony, than that Synopſis Purioris Theologie, a and 
har moniouſly agreed upon by four Celebrated Doftors in that Univerſity, Polianger, - 
© Rivet, Malans, and Thyſins, Synops, Purior, Theol. Diſp. 43. Prefide Andrea Riveto, 
Thel. 30. Finis Sacramentorum pruprius eft, ut objignet igelibus promifiionem Evangetn, 
EF fidem confir ment, — Theſ. 38. Atqui ut talis Sacramentorum necefſit as non eft omen: 
da, qua. ipfis Dei gratiam alliget, aut aq ua ahſolute pendeat homiuum fals: Caven- 
dum eft tamen, ne in defectn peccantes ea ut inutilia negligamus. Coral, 2. 3. Nu 
Sacramenta ſunt abſolute ad ſalutem neceſſaria, Nulla et iam ſunt ex hypetheſi precepts 
Divini, ita neceſſaria, neceſſitate medii, ut fi contempt abfuerit, & impeſsbilit as 
privat ions cauſa fuerit, poſit aut debeat a participatione ſalutis arceri, qui vefioils Ele. 
mento non pot uit ut i. 5 e REIESS 75 
I bid. Diſp. 44. Preſide Antonio Walzo Theſ.26,Rejicimus ergo primum Sententiam 
% pontificiorum, qui externa hæc ſigna gratiam conferre volunt ex opere, ut lo- 
e quuntur operato, &c. Thel. 27. * etiam Sententiam quorandum _— 
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& quitariorum, qui vim Regeneratricem Spiritus Sancti, ita aquæ externe in Bap- 
„ 222 — a 0 — 4 2 2 1 4 , . « o . ; 1 P 
* tiſmo alligant, ut vel ea ipſi aquæ inſſt, vel ſaltem non niſi in ipſo Baptiſmi àctu 


tt 1 inchoet: pugnat hoc enim cum omnibus Scripturæ locis, in 
< quibus fides & xeſipiſcentia, ac proinde & Regenerationis initium ac ſemen in 


& Baptzanndispreexigitur. 


* 


Doctor of great Renown in the Learned World, both for Divinity and Eccleſiaſtick 


Hiſtory, the lately deceaſed Friderick Spanhenim FE. Operum Tom. 3. Pt. 2. Elench. 
Controverſ. P. 764. Having, exhibited t 7 Opimon concerning the Neceſſit 
of Baptiſm, he gives theſe as the Grounds of their Error, which equally ſtrick may i 


our Authors Doctrine, De alligata Baptiſmo grat ia interne Regenerationis, Item de 


pari neceſſitate ablutionis externa atque inter næ per Spirit um Sanctum. e CET 
- The ſame Divinity hath been ſtill taught in the Univerfity of Utrecht, Andreas 
Efenins Compend. Theol. Cap. 48. Theſ. 20. Gratia Spiritualis ad re&te ordina- 


tum hujus Sacramenti uſum præſupponitur: Atq; ita -Statuendum ſaltem ju-- 


40 dicio Charitatis. Sic de Baptiſmo diſerte Marc. 16. 16. Eides ergo natura prior 
« eſt. A. 2. 39. Ad liberos fidelium, etiam ante eorum Baptiſmum, extenditur 


00 8 Theſ. 33. Non tamen agnoſcimus abſolutam neceſſitatem medii in 
cc 


aptiſmozac fi qualiſcunq; ejus privatio hominem neceſſario damnaret. Nam 1. 
* Gratia ſalutaris per Ragan non confertur 5 ſed adeum præſupponitur, & 
— her eum oblignatur, &c. a | / 


elehior Leydecker Synopſis. Theol. Chriſtian. Lib. 6. Cap. 5. Theſ. 25. % Non | 


ce tamen agnoſcenda eſt abſoluta neceſſitas medii in Baptiſmo cum pontificiis erran- 
& tibus ex hypotheſi de Baptiſmi cauſalitate. Nam gratia ſalutaris per Baptiſmum 
ce non confertur; ſed præſupponitur potius & per eum obſignatur. 
Petrus van Maſtricht Theol. Theoretico-- Pract. Lib. 7. Cap. 4. S. 23. Que- 


<« ritux an Baptiſmus ad ſalutem fit abſolute neceſſarius? — Retormati neceſſitatem 


tum ptæcepti Par tum egregiæ utilitatis, agnoſcunt contra Socinianos, ſed 


t abſalutam, contra 


< Baptiſmo Chrifti. 


ontificios & Lutheranos negant. Eo quod, — Pro natura 
cc Sacramentorum omnium, Baptiſmus, fœdus gratiæ, Regenerationem & Remiſ- 
ce ſionem Peccatorum obſignans; gratiam Salutarem Obſignandum præſupponat. 

_ & — Objiciunt nihilomivus locum Joan. 3. 5, Reſp, Locum illum non agere de 


ermanus Witſins (now at Leiden) while Profeſſor of Divinity at Utrecht, 
wrote a molt accurate Diſſertation upon this whole Subject, which may be ſeen in his 


Miſcellanea Sacra, Tom. 2. Exercit. 19. de Efficacia Baptiſmi. I ſhall ſpare the citing - 
of any part of Witfi his Exercitation, ſeing therein our Author may find his whole 


Opinion learnedly and ſolidly confuted - And particularly his main Propoſition, 


that it is the Property of Baptiſm to confer the Spirit, and that the Grace of Rege 
neration and Remiſſion .ot Sins are ordinarly conferred in Baptiſm, and not before 


it, which Opinion M itſius demonſtrates to be deſtitute of all Ground in Holy Scrip- 


ture. : 


/ » 


imo ſecundum Scripturas, eſt Fuſtificare & Regenerare.. Theſ: 


ile Collegue with him at Leiden, Diſpul. Theolog: Uiſp: 33: de Baptiſmi S: Script u- 


Perfectionem ſtatuit. Sicut ait Bellar min Finis principalis 2 Catholicos, 


13: Quinta repug- 


Our Authors Doctrine is alſo condemned, as Popi/h, by the Doctors in the Univer- 
5 of G roning. I ſhall begin with Francis Gomar the great Antagoniſt of Arminius, 
WI 


2 & Eccleſia Romanæ, repugnautia. Theſ: 12. Contra vero Eccleſia Romana 
© apoſtatica finem Baptiſmi eſſe Regenerationis & Juſtificationis Inchoationem & 


© nantia.m effectis, conſpicua eſt. Sacra enim Scriptura docet, effectum illius e © 


© Inchoatz. Regenerationis, & Gratiæ Juſtificationis Significarionem & Confirma- 


tionem. 


* 
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L tionem, — Theſ: 14. Contra vero Eccleſia Ramana apoſtatica, Regenerationis & 
cc Juſtificationis gratiam Baptiſmi opere, primam inchoari & ſimul perfici; five non 


olum Feccata omnia remitti, ſed etiam Fidei, Spei, Charitatis, Habitus Infundi. 
de Theſe 18. Contra vero Fomana Eccleſig apoftatica Baptizandos omnes, tam Adul- 
© tos quam Infantes, Chriſti & Regenerationis ac Juſtificationis. omnino exper tes; 


ce tradit - Ideoque ſi, abſque Baptiſmo, vc Voto illius, aut Martyrio, moriantur, 
- 5 tes. quiglem Viſionis Dei abſentia, Adultos vero, præterea cruciatibus æternis 
amnandos. 33 MN. 7 c 5 225 
Henr: Altingius, who was of good Repute at Heidelberg before he was called to 
Groning, is of the lame Mind. Loc: Com: z. de Sacram: P: 294: Queſt; Sitne Aguæ 


apt iſmus ad Salutem fimpluciter neceſſarius? — Nos negamus. Ratio, 1: Nullum 
Sac ramentum ad Salut em eſt ſimpliciter neceſſarium. — ay: - Quod Grat iam Sa- 
litt is non operatur, aut confert inſita fibi ui, fed tantum eam aeclarat & ohſignat, id 


ad Salutem fimpliciter neceſſarium non eſt. Nullum Sacramentum gratiam Salutis ope- 


ratur aut confert inſita ſibi vi, prout ſupra aſtenſum. Ergo. P: 295, 296. Ad Pontifi- 
ciorum Objettionem, Quod Baptiſimus Aque fit neceſſarius ex ditto Chriſti, Joan: 3: 5: 


Niſi quis regenitus fuerit ex Agua, Cc. Reſp: Baptiſmium non intelligi, verum Spiri- 
tus Sancti Kegenerantis Virtutem, Cc. | 


N 7 


I ſhall add only a Third of no les Eſteem than the former, Samuel Mareſius, Col- 


les; Theol: Lac: wit: Theſ: 57, 58: _Baptiſms uc ceſſtt as, quam quidem agnoſcimus conditio- 


nalm & præcepti, — non tamen abſolutam & medii, ut volunt Pontificu, — Dictum 
Chriſti, Joan: 3: 5: Non eſt de Baptiſmo, ſed de Regeneration Spirituali expreſſa per 


Hendiadym nomine Aque Spiritualis & Spiritus Aquei, — Neque debet eſſe major ip- 
ſius Neceffitas quam Circuniciſionis, cujus non Privatio damnabat, ſed Contempt us. — 


Nec Dei gratia Sacramentis eſt alligata, aut poſſunt illi C Infantes ] arceri 4 Regno Cæ- 


lorum proper Sacraments defectum, quibus nec Sacramentum fuiſſet conferendum, m 


jus habuiſſent ex Conditione Fæderis ad Regnum Celorum. | BY 
Let us hear alſo ſome Divines of the Univerſity of Franeker. Joan: Maccovim, 
Loc: Com: de Baptiſmo, P: 367: Baptiſmus non eſt neceſſarius abſolute, ſed ex Hypothe- 
fi Mandati Diuini. Nempe hic valet regula illa Bernardi, Non Privatio 721 Con- 
temptus Sacramenti damnat, — Non ſemper idem homo eodem temporis momento & A.- 
qua & Spiritu Baptizatur, — Interdum Baptiſmus Aquæ eſt fine Baptiſn.o Spiritus, ut 
docet exemplum Simonis Magi, Act: 8:'13: 1nterdum confertur prius Spiritus S. & poſt 
Bapt iſmus Aque, ut Act. 8: 12,37, 38: Interdum ſubſequitur Zope ls Spiritus, ub 


in Infant ibus. - | 
Doctor Ames Medul: Theol: Lib: 1: Cap: 40: Thef: : de Baptiſmo.& Cana Domini. 


Tam abſolute tamen neceſſaria non ſunt ad Salutem, ut eorum Abſentia vel Privatio 
mera Privationem inferat hujus : Neque debent eo nomine, vel a non miniſtris legitimis, 


vel extra Eccleſiaſticum Cætum celebrari, Vid: Ameſ. Bellarm: Enervat: Tom:3:Lib:1. _ 
Nicolaus Arnoldus condemns our Authors Opinion, as oppoſit to the Orthodox 


Doctrine of the Reformed Churches. Lux in Ienebris, on Job 3: 5: to the Popiſh 


Inference of the abſolute Neceſſity of Baptiſm, He Anſwers, Bifariam hic noſtri Ihe- 


clogs reſpondent. Cuidam, non agi hic ae Sacramento Baptiſmi, — Votem Agua: dicunt 
efje Exegeticam Spiritus. — Alii tamen ex noftratibus largiuntur, age hiſce verbis, de 


þ 


Baptiſmo Aqua etiam: Sed negant Conſequentiam, Cc. On Acts 8; 21: Heaaferreth 


as the Doctrine of the Orthodox, Baptiſmum non conferre Regeneration gratiam. 
Cuia Simon Magus baptizatus non habuit partem in negotio Salutis. On Rom: 6: 2: 
Luther. Baptiſmum efe ordinarium medium Regenerationts conſeguendaæ, Q nia qui 


* baptizantur, in mortem Chriſti baptizantur. Arnold Anſwers, Non agi de Haptiſmi 
U 


Efficagia & Virtute, fed de Baptixatorum Officio. 


As his is the Divinity of theix Scheele the Reformed Churches in the Nether- 


©, tdands 


WEE ES. 
& 


"they own their Children to be Sanctifie 


Lands never entertained our Authors Opinion, of their Childrens being no Cbriſti- 
ans, nor in a Salvable "ge 7 Ye grin tized. On the contrary in their Li- 


zargy, at the Adminiſtration of _ the Parents are required to declare, that 


| in Chriſt, and that therefore, as Members 
of his Church, they. ought to be Baptiſm. '** Hoewe!l ouſe kinderen in ſouden ont- 
ct fangen ende gheboren Zijn, ende daerom ' allerhande elendigheyt, ja de verdoe- 
< meniifſe ſetve onder worpen, of gy niet bekent datſe in Chriſto geheylight Zijn, - 
8 ende 45. 11 als Lidtmaten Sijner gemeynte behooven gedoopt te weſen? Ant- 
& woorde: Ja Wy. oe ks On et F 
' Fhe current Doctrine of the Reformed Church in France is no leſs oppoſit to our 
Authors Sentiments. I ſhall mention a few af their moſt eminent Divines. 
Lambertus Danæus Profeſſor of ee fr Ortez. in Auguſtini Enchiridion, Cap: 42. 
<« Baptiſmus igitur eſt Sacramentum Novæ Vitæ & Salutis ZXternz. — ObGientri 
tt enim Baptiſmo horum Dei donorum fructum, in nobis fidelibus certum eſt, non 
e autem conferri ea — Baptiſmum. In Cap: 119: Tantum abeſt ut pia & erudita 
<« qetuſtas Pædobaptiſmum damnaverit, ut contra in eo commendando fuerint nimii 
tte Patres propter Errorem Pelagianorum, & dum vitarunt eorum vitiùm, incide- 
4 runt ipſi in contrarium, imprudenti quodam Æſtu Diſputationis abrepti, adeo ut 
« dicerent, ne Parvulos quidem & Infantes ſalvos fieri poſie niſi baptizarentur. 
Daniel Chamier Profeſſar in Aontauban, Panſtrat. De Sacram. Lib. 5. Cap. ga. 
9. &c, Ad Argumentum Papiſtarum pro Baptiſmi neceſſitate ex Joan. 3. 5. Reſpen- 
& deo, non poſſe dari loqutum Chriſtum GeB: ptiſmc in aqua: . c. aquàm eo loco 
ac nominatam proprio literaliq; ſenſu, pro externo & __— Elemento Baptiſmi. 
And largely vindicates Calvins Interpretation from the Objections of Bellar ni: S. 54. 
«-Ad Argu: Quod Baptiſmus fit medium a Chriſto inſtitutum, quo liberamur a pec- 
& catooriginali : Reſp. — Etenim Baptiſmus neque ſolum neque præcipuum eſt 
4 remedium, ſed duntaxat, Sacramentale, 7. e. Externum, ac proinde non abſolute 
«© neceſſarium, cujus abſentia non aufert neceſſario gratiam Dei; in qua verum 
cc eſt & Proprium & Univerſale remedium. Ibid. Cap. 10. $. 14. 15. & c. Si conſtat 
& omnibus his partibus Argum. Si enim detur fine Baptiſmo gratia efficax; ergo 
« poteſt quis ſalutem conſequi abſq; Baptiſmo. — Sed certe {1 ad nullos Infantes 
ce gratia pertingat abſque Baptiſmo, nulli ergo Infantes abſque Baptilmo pertinent 
ce ad fœdus Divinum. At hoc falſum. e ee | 
be ſame Divinity was taught in the Univerſity of Saumur, as may be ſeen in the 
Theſes Salurienſes, Diſp: de Sacraments, where Moſes Amyrald maintains the Effi- 
cacy of Sacraments to be only Objective and Moral, requiring a Faculty endowed 
with the Exerciſe of Knowledge for their Operation. And, Diſp: de necefftate Bap- 


| 2 = impugns the Popiſh Doctrine, and anſwers our Authors chief Argument, 
from Joh: PE | | og, l SE 


Wie find the like in Sedan, Theſ: Sedanens, Vol: 1: Diſp:" de mecefitate Baptiſmi, 


Praſide Molineo,'\ 2: At ſi quis Baptiſmum non percepit, vel quia Baptizans de- 
- & fyit,. vel quia obſtitit Perſecutoram Violentia, vel quia id factum eſt per Parentum 


& incuriam, non putamus eum excidiſſe Salute, aut excluſum eſſe Regno Cœlorum. 
Which he proves at large. „ „ „ 3 3 
It is true Le Hlanc and Jurieu do in ſome Points agree with our Authors Opini- 


en, but they are ſufficiently confuted by their own Countrey-Man. Elis Saurim, in 


his Examen de la Theologie de Monſieur Jurien I” 

1 ſhall add one Teſtimony of the Judgment of the whole Reformed Churches of 
France in this Matter, which is contained in two Memorials given in by their Depu- 
ties in their Name, upon tlie Kings Declaration, February 20; 1680; dilcharging any 
to employ Midwives or Chirurgevns of the Reformed Religion. In the firft,*bav- 


ing 


+ Sed qui locum unum cum alio comparant, aquæ nomine, nihil aliud ni 


3 S 
ing declared that the Reformed cannot in Conſcience ſuffer the Popiſſi Mid wide 
to Baptize their Children, they give this ground of it. Leur. creanct tant 
< pas que le Batème ſoit d'une neceſſitè abſoluè pour le falut des enfans, quand la 
mort previent les ſoins & la diligence! de ceux qui le doivent procurer; ni qu en 


© nul cas les perſonnes laiques puiſſent adminiſtrer le Batème ou londoyement, ni que 


— 


3 Tondoement par des perſonnes laiques puiſſe tenir lieu d'un veritable & legitime 
N 1 | | 


In the other they have theſe Words, Et le fondement ſar lequel les Catholique 
* gappuyent pour s Cloigner de la pratique de la primitive Egliſe, qui eſt-lanecef- 
< ſite abſolue du Bateme, toit encore inconnu al antiquitè; cardans le quatrième 
& ſiecle on ne Baptiſoit qua paques & a laPentecote. On differoit meme ſouvent 
< leBateme jusqu' a la mort, comme 1 hiſtoire du Grand Conſtantin & celle de ſes en- 


& fans le juſtifie.. Ce qui ne ſeroit pas arrive {i / on y avoit crule. Bateme abſolu- 


ment neceſſaire. Ce qui fait voir qu'il L St. Ambroſe ] Etoit du meme Sentiment 
4 que ceux de la R. P. R. qui croyent que ce neſt pas proprement la privation du 
< Bateme, mais le mepris que l' on en fait, qui eſt prejudiciable aux homines: Et 


que Dieu y peut ſuppleër, & y ſupplee ſouvent de l' abondance de ſa grace. See 


for theſe Memorials, La vie de pierre du Boſc P. 308.3 11. | 
If the Teſtimonies of Forreign Churches ſhall perhapes be of {mall value with a 


Scots EpiſcopalClergyman; he may at leaſt be deſired to reconcile his Opinion with 


the Doctrine of the Church of England. TheArticles of that Church publithed in Ann. 


1552. and afterwards in Ann. 1562, do noway favour our Author. The 27 Article 
of Baptiſm, runs thus, © Baptilm is not only a ſign. of Profeſſion and mark of Dif- 
<< ference wherebyChriſtian Men are diſcerned from others that be not Chriſtned: 
. But it ĩs alſo a ſign of Regeneration or New-Birth, whereby as by an Inſtrument, 
they that receive Baptiſm rightly, are grafted into the Church: The promiſes. 


of the Forgiveneſs of Sin, of our Adoption to be the Sons of God by the Hol 
* Ghoſt, are. viſiblbly ſigned and ſealed ; Faith is Confirmed, and Grace encreaſ! 


by vextue of Prayer unto God. Here is not one word of our Authors Neceſſity 


. 
* 


of Baptiſm to Salvation as the only means of Remiſſion, or of the Priority of Bap- 
-  tiſmto the Spirit, or of its being the Property of Baptiſm to confer the Spirit. But 


on the contrary, all the Efficacy that is aſcribed to Baptiſm, is placed in fignifying 
and viſible ſealing, which plainly ſuppoſeth a prior Right to the Promiſes and Bene- 

fites that are ſo ſealed. And the confirming of Faith and encreaſing of Grace clearly 
preſuppoſe theſe Fruits of the Spirit in the perſon to be Baptized. => 


For further Illuſtration of the Judgment of the Church of England in this Matter, 


I ſhall mention ſome of her. moſt eminentDivines,who can neither be ſuſpected of ig- 
-rance, nor charged with receding from the ſound Doctrine of their Mother Church, 
ſeing their Zeal for, and learned I abours in Defence of the Orthodox Doctrine, hath 
rendred their Names Illuſtrious through all the Reformed World. RE 
e The famous Dr. Whitaker profeſſor of Divinity at Cambridge, refutes our Authors 
Doctrine as Popith, Oper. Tom. 1. Defenſio contra Joan. Duræum Scotum Feſuitam, P. 
195. Neq; enim ita cujuſquam {alus pendet de Baptiſmo, ut qui ante morietur, 


quam ad Baptiſmum pervenerit, ſpem ſalutis amiſerit. Hanc opinionem ut impiam 


% & inhumanam explodimus. — Quare qui nunc Infantes ante Baptiimum morintes 


* a vita excludunt, contra Scrpturas, contra Dei Miſericordiam, contra antiquam 


„ conſuetudiem loquuntur. 


And unto his Adverſaries Argument from Fohn 3. 5. He Anſwers, Quaſi id Chri- 5 


4 ſtus ſenſerit, fine externo Baptiſmo nullum in Cœlos cuiquam aditum patère.— 


OY 


N . 
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_ - Sora Children.of wrath; and that there is no means provided againſt Original Sin 
= beſides Baptifm.:;Whiraker Anſwers, Naſcs omnes. ire filios fat cor, ſed quod nullo 
5 1 | : whdzlo, nes er ipi exe hoc miſero ftatu, niſi per Baptiſmnem, aſſume, faiſum ele affir mo. 
_ Num Spiritus S. nom tantummin' Sacraments, fed et iam fine Sacraments, ſua nobis dona 

uimpertitur. See alſo this whole Subject more fully handled againſt Bellar mine in 
 h w — Book De Sacram. Queſt. 2. & de Bapt iſo Cnaſt. 2. 4 

| - Dr. Fulke 


on the Rhemifts Tranſlation of the N. T. Anſwers our Authors chief 
. Popiſui Argument from Jh. 3. 5. On this Text, The Khemifts fy, — That no Man 
3 can enter into the Kingdom of God, nor into the fellowſhip of Holy Church 
I | 2 without it C Baptiſn ] whereby the Felagians and Caluiniſis be condemned that 
" . 8 Exerlafting to young Children that Die without Baptiſm. 


Fulle Anſwers, It is not neceſſary in this place by Water to underſtand ma- 
* “ terial Water, but rather the purifying Grace of Chriſt, as in Cap. 4. v. 11. where- 
= | e ofthexvaſhing with Water in Baptiſm is an outward Sign and Seal, which alſo is 
'B $7, termed Fire Mat: 3.11; The Water therefore in Baptiſm is not our Regenera- 
1 tion properly, but a Sacrament and Seal thereof. — Finally, when the Word of 
= e Water inthis Text, ſignifieth the purifying Grace of Chriſt, rather than the out- 
1 | « ward Element of Baptiſm, here can be no Argument drawn out of this place, 
c that Sacraments confer Grace of the Work wrought, but according to the Dis- 
6: penſation of e Spirit, which work eth according to his own pleaſure, as in 
,,,, dr ĩð i hh oe no ln, 
2 een ile allo contradicts all our Authors Poſitions as Popiſn, ynopſs. Papiſmi 
rover. 11. @ueit: 2. Ft. 1. P. 463. The Proteſtants N. The Sacraments 
have no power to give or confer Grace to the receiver: Neither are they im- 
% mediat Inſtruments of our Juſtification: Inſtrumental means they are to en- 
4 creaſe and confirm our Faith in the Promiſes of God 5 Of themſelves they have 
no Operation, but as the Spirit of God Worketh by them, our internal Senſes be- 
e ing moved and quickned by thoſe external Objects. — And the Sacraments have 
„ no other uſe or end than as they are helps for the Streugthning of our Faith; 
8 0 Grace of theinſelves they can give or confer none. Ibid. Pt. 4. P. 473. The 
Wo . Proteſtants. Neither are the Sacraments neceſſary at all to any. ſuch purpoſe 
. ( being ordained tor no ſuch uſe) as to be means to apply the Grace of Juſtifica- 
tion unto us: But our Juſtification is only applyed and apprehended by Faith. 
Cum roverſ. 12. Queſt: 3. P. 483. The Papifts, Joh. 3.5. Unleſs a Man be 
& horn of Water, Cc. Ergo it is neceſſary to Salvation to be Baptized. 1 
i Millet Anſwers, © Firſt it is not neceſſary 3 here to underſtand materi- 
£ 15 -& a1 Water, — Water is here added as an Epithete of the Spirit, becauſe it cleanſ- 
3 „ eth and purgeth as Water. P. 484. Prot eſtants. We acknowledge no greater ne- 
ö 4 ceſſity in Baptiſm, than in the other Sacrament, both which we grant to be 
=. & neceſſary as helps and propes and profitable means to encreaſe our Faith: But 
\ 4 not ſo ſimply neceſſary as that without them (there being no negle& nor con- 
- -< tempt had of them) it were impoſſible to be ſaved. Argum: 1, The Children 
of the Faithful are Holy already even before they be Baptized, for they are with- 
4 in the Covenant and to them allo belongeth the Promiſe. 
Doctor Morton Dean of Gloceſter, in his Catholick Appeal, impugns this Popiſh 
Neceſſity of Baptiſm with many Arguments. In Pe 250: he faith, CA Fifth Argu- 
e ment may be derived from ſtrange Paradoxes, (as we think,) which the preſum- 
ON ed Neceſlity of Outward Baptiim hath begot, as namely to equalize theChildren of 
775 Faithful Parents with the Seed of Infidels, in reſpect of Grace and Damnation, to 
2 4e Alo a Pagan to Baptize, Cc. And at laſt recapitulates, and concludes his Dil- 
FCourſe in thele Words, . Our Adverfaries defcud, as an Article of Faith, op 
„ FLORES ET OOTY 10977,75.7, Bt e ISI xxl 64 To 


— - 8 o 
% c by ” I : , 


o -_ s ; 5 — 
- 4 : 


8 


2 Children;dying without Baptiſm: are, not faned'; dau cone 
everlaſting Puniſument of Lu 
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ce even in the Brim af Hell, tbere to endure tt | 
< which is the Priwation of Bleſſedueſs. The Unſoundneſs of which Foſition is di 
ce cernible, firſt becauſe, Cc. IG, TTW 
Unto theſe Divines of che Charch, of England, 1 ſhall add ane more, whom. nc 
true Son: of the Church will readily charge with groſs. Error in the plain Principles of 
Chriftianity, who notwithſtanding advanceth the lame Doctrine with the Scors Pres-= 
byt erian Preachers concerning. t aptiſm, and accounts the oppoſit Q inion to be Po- 
piſn. Imean the Learned aud Pions Doctor her Arch-Biſhop of Armagh in his Bo- 
dy of. Divinity, P. 365. But is Bapt. ſin of alſalute Necefity to Sal vat ion 5 Bapti * 
= 68 e lected, or ſlightly eſteemed, Yet, whereGod'demieth it, kith 
| \ SEM. ugly eit. „ert Pere od demet It, Eirne! 
ce in reger of the Sbortueſs of the Inſants Life, or by any other una voidable Nęcefſi- 
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<< ceits, eſpecially, that Baptiſm doth confer Grace upon all by the Work don 
<< (for they commonly look no higher, ). and they conceive.a kind of Inherent Ver? 


cc tue and Chriſtendom (as they call it) eren es into Children, by Hav 


< ing the Water caſt upon their Faces. Hence the Miniſter is oft poſted for to Bap- 
ce t5ze in a private Chamber, to the Diſhonour of that Ordinance, And which is more 
„ intollerable, in caſe of the want ofa Miniſter, Women will undertake to be Bapti- 
c zers, which is a Monſtrnous Profanation of ſo high a Service. — We muft know, 
that Sacraments. properly do not give us any Right unto God and his Chriſt, but 
't only Seal up and Confirm that Right and Intereit which already we have in Gods 
Covenant and Promiſe. — God promiſeth Chriſt and his Benellts to the Faithful, 
ce 2nd to their Seed, and then he gives us Baptiſm to Seal theſe Promiſes: It is not 
< Baptiſm that ſaves us but the Promiſes : It is not Water that purgeth our Sins, 
<« but the Blood of the Covenant. And, P. 369. Some have the Outward Sign 
ce and not the Inward Grace; Some have the Inward Grace, and not the Outwar 
4 Sign. We muſt not commit Idolatry, by. Deifying the Outward Element, 5 Ne. 
. Here we find the Reverend Biſhop as plainly contradicting our Authors Opinion, 
as if he had had his Pamphlet in View. 45 n ene. 


gere comes no Danger from the want of the Sacraments, but only from the 

Contempt of them. Who are here to be confuted? Firft, The Papiſts, who have 
c contrived Limbus Infamtum, Cc. Seconaly, Many ignorant People amongſt 
cus, who, for want of better Teaching, harbour in their Minds ſuch opiſh Con- 


I I ſhall not need to cite any Scots Presbyterian Divines, for I think our Author 


will not much Queſtion, that his Opinion in their Judgment is aceounted Popilh. 
What are the Sentiments of our preſent Rpifcopal Clergy in this Matter will be beſt 
known, when they publiſh a full Confeſſion of their Faith. But T apprehend our 
Authors Opinion is not as yet univerſally received amongſt them. For one of their 


Doctors, and lately a Profeſſor of Divinity, taught plainly, that there is no infallible a 
Connexion betwixt the Sacraments and Salvation, and that Men may be ſaved by 


Means of the Word without the Ute of Sacraments: And this he confidently aſſerts 

to be a thing ſo well known, that it needs no Proof. He Whom I point at is Author 
of a Diſſertation called Diſeurſus Acade micus de Theologia Comparaiiva > Wherefore 
let the Doctor ſpeak for himſelf, P. 16. § 24. In tertio ordine mediorum ſalutis, qua 


negue abſulute neceſſaria, neque certa & infallibilia ſunt, numerantur Paſtores, Societa- 


es Religieſæ ſeu Eccleſia, Sacramenta, Cultus Religiofus Publitus, Diſciplina ſen Poli- 


teia. Ecileſiaſtica; & fi que. alia à Deo inſtituta ſunt; ut Homes ad Fietatis Qficiu n 


Sac ris Literis plent & perſpicue propoſita, vel aadiſcenda, vel recolenda, vel praſtanda 
eæcitantur. Hec cum eAHterna Hominum Salute, nullam certam & infallibilem Cun- 


ne xionem habere, not ius eſt, quam ut ulla | Probatione aut lluſtrat iam indigeat.— 
„am certum eſt, cos qui Scripturis A modo eas diligenter legamt, ac ſeuuès 
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ferutentur, & viam Salutis ihi deſcriptam invenire, & inventam ingredi; & in ea 
Lobos er progrediendo ( favente Gratie Divine Aura) Salutem conſequi poſſe, etjam- 
| in cjup _ — Plaga degant, nb; negue Sacramentorum, quorum Participes 
| t, ulla ſit Copia. r | „ : 
Lafany of our Epiſcopal Clergy ſhall value more the Judgment of Arminians in this 
tter, than that of any of the Orthodox I have formerly mentioned let them 
hear one for all, Philip Limborg, iu his Theolog. Chriſt ian. Lib. 5. Cap. 66. Where, after 
hath confuted the Popiſh Opinion concerning the Efficacy of the Sacraments, and 
nſwered our Authors oe from Tit. 3. 5. Joh. 3.5, Act. 22. 16. He accuſes the 
Contra-Remonſtrants of Obſcurity in the manner of propoſing their Opinion, but 
concludes his own in theſe Words, $ 31. Keſtat ergo ut dicamus, Deum Gratiam ſu- 
am per Sacramenta nobis exhibere, non eam Act u per illa conferendo, ſed per illa tan- 
uam Signa clara ac evidentia eam repreſentando & ob Oculos ponendo: — Eftque hac 
Eficacia nulla alia quam Object iva, gue reguirit Facultatem Cognitivam rite diſpoſi- 
tam, ut apprebendere poſit illud, quod Signum Objective Moe affert, HIV?! | 
| thid. Cap. 68.4 7. Quæres. Si ergo Baptiſmus fit præceptum, etiam hodie quemuis 
Chriftianum obligans, an ergo nemo Baptiſmo abſque Salutts jaftura carere poteſt.? Reſp. 
Preceptum Baptiſmi eſſe Præcept um externum & rituale: Suſceptio itaque Baptiſm non 
1 reis Act Samttit atis; ſed externa Sanctitatis Profeſio. Non ergo Baptiſmus eſt 
recipiendus, quaſi 7 ſe ad Salutem ducat, = Reverentia Divini Præcepti. Fieri er- 
£0. poſſet,- ut quis Baptiſmo careat ahſque ulla ſua culpa, ac proinde abſque Salutis ſus 
all ura; veluti Tifantes, & Fidelis inter Infideles verſans, omni Baptiſmium recipien- 
Ai occaſione deſtitutus. Non enim nuds Baptiſmi carentia, ſed ejus Contempt us nog pec- 
cat i reos facit. 5 9. Qui Pædobaptiſimi necefttatem urgent, in diverſas abeunt partes, 
negue uno nit unt un omnes fundamento,. Pontificii & Lutherani urgent, Baptiſmum eſſe 
Lavacrum Regenerat ionis, & medium quo Deus Regenerationem Hominibus confert. 
28 10. Bapt iſmum non eſſe Lavacrum Regeneration, ſatis ex cis, que antea de Sa- 
cramentorum Efficacia diſputavimus, conftare poteft. I 11. Quod vero ſpeciat im Sen- 
tentiam Pont iſciorum attinet; Fidei Habitum Infantibus per Baptiſmum infundi, 
ineptum plane eſt, &c. | V f * 
F ſhall not multiply Teſtimonies, ſo much bath been ſaid, as may ſuffice to make 
good what I undertook to evince, that our Authors Poſitions and Proofs are the ſame 
with theſe of the Papiſts, and 35 9 to the common received Doctrine of the Re · 
formed > And therefore it is no Falſhood, or Calumny, if his Opinion ſhall be cal: 
A* ; * 
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ned for the Second Part of this Treatiſe may appear indue time, = 
Mean while 
Know, if this 


o 
o 


rs already 
4 2 _ : | 53 F 1 | N 7 S. 8 9 Wes 


PII Y—_——_—_ * 1 _ 


5 * 
* : | 44 . 
_-- - 


” 


—_— IT —.. ht... £9. < 
1 — 


„ 
y . 
I. S P ; 


3 


. 
LY 2 ** - 
. * 
2 . 
, eng 
** A * 8 9 


- N — * 
8 „ 
: a EE + q * 4 
8 r 0 4 . Met Fe 
d, ＋ r "Io f P.. 3 
N 9 * 


